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Overview of America 
This video explains in a simple fashion the different systems of government throughout the world and the different economic principles underlying each type of govern- 
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How State Legislators Can Interpose 
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College, a Constitutional Convention, and Article VI — are explained from 
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The Real James Madison 

Of all the illustrious men in the cadre known as our Founding Fathers, 
upon only one has history bestowed the title “Father of the Constitution” — 
James Madison. James Madison was perhaps an unlikely candidate for such 
an appellation, but it is one he unquestionably earned. (2018, hb, 446pp 
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Long-lived 
Left-wing Professionals 


Being almost 90 years old and a John Birch 
Society member for almost 50 years, I’ve 
never read a scarier article than Alex New- 
man’s report on the federal government’s 
Senior Executive Service (SES), senior 
government workers who not only execute 
policy but often, essentially, make policy 
(“They Decide What Government Does,” 
June 4, 2018 issue). 

Ifthe SES is not the framework of the dark 
black Deep State, what is it? I’d never heard 
of the SES before your report. With a count 
of 7,000 to 9,000 appointees, unelected, 
without term limits (and at a staggering cost 
of “around $200,000 plus bonuses” per year, 
each) how can the voting public hope to con- 
trol our Republic and its future? 

We, the American people, need to elimi- 
nate this, and the unaccountable waste, now. 

GEORGE NELSON 
Mt. Pleasant, Wisconsin 


Not Buying Bork 


I appreciate Cort Kirkwood’s article on 
Judge Brett Kavanaugh in the October 8 
issue (“Criticisms of Kavanaugh’). How- 
ever, his statement that Robert Bork “could 
have been one of the greatest justices to sit 
on the court” is questionable, to say the least. 
In 1989, Bork was quoted as saying in re- 
gard to the Second Amendment, “Its intent 
was to guarantee the right of states to form 
militias, not individuals to bear arms.” He 
reportedly prefaced that comment by saying, 
“I’m no expert on the Second Amendment.” 
The intent of the Founding Fathers in re- 
gard to the Second Amendment is clear and 
easy to understand: George Washington said 
in 1790, “A free people ought to be armed.” In 
the Federalist Papers, No. 46, James Madison 
said, “Americans have the right and advantage 
of being armed — unlike the citizens of other 
countries whose governments are afraid to 
trust the people with arms.” Patrick Henry 
said: “The great object is that every man be 
armed. Everyone who is able might have a 
gun.” Finally, Samuel Adams said: “The Con- 
stitution shall never be construed to prevent 
the people of the United States who are peace- 
able citizens from keeping their own guns.” 
What these men are saying is not hard to 
understand. When I graduated high school 
in 1962 (at that time the Constitution was 
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taught in schools), I understood that the Sec- 
ond Amendment guaranteed an individual 
right to keep and bear arms. 

If Bork had been seated on the Supreme 
Court, instead of Judge Clarence Thomas, 
who subsequently took that seat, the out- 
come of Heller v. The District of Columbia 
and McDonald v. Chicago would have been 
four votes for the Constitution and five votes 
against, in both cases. 

I submit that the Second Amendment is 
second to none. In fact, it is the palladium, 
the safeguard of our Constitution and our 
God-given rights. The Second Amendment 
keeps potential tyrants at bay. Furthermore, 
if you are not an “expert” on the Second 
Amendment, you are not qualified to serve 
on any court in our Republic. 

MICHAEL CROUNSE, M.D. 
Pensacola, Florida 


Attacks Aimed 
at Kavanaugh 


The specious arguments from the Left regard- 
ing Judge Kavanaugh, of course, had noth- 
ing, and everything, to do with his qualifica- 
tions. In reality it was not just a war against 
President Trump and his conspicuous success 
in turning this country around. The other fac- 
tor is a fear of the U.S. Constitution. Uphold- 
ing the U.S. Constitution, its meaning, and 
original intent is what the Left fears the most. 
The battle the Left is waging to turn this 
country into a socialist nation cannot be 
won if the judicial, executive, and legis- 
lative branches of government uphold the 
U.S. Constitution. The Left is not waging a 
battle against just President Trump, Judge 
Kavanaugh, and the conservatives, they are 
waging a battle against the very foundations 
of our country and its government. The bat- 
tle is against our founding documents and 
all that they have done to shape our nation. 
Upholding those documents and their 
original meaning will maintain our Demo- 
cratic Republic and all it has meant to us and 
the world. 
WILLIAM F. HINESER, DPM 
Arvada, Colorado 


Send your letters to: THE NEw AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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effective opposition. 
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Joan Brown 
kk kkk 
| have had nothing but satisfaction and 


praise for this very unique organization 


Allen Banks 
kkk KK 
2 They have always told the truth and have 


in almost every prediction been right on the 
money with world events 
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Social Media Overtakes Print Newspapers as Americans’ Source of News 


The results of a Pew Research Center study show that “social 
media sites have surpassed print newspapers as a news source for 
Americans,” with 20 percent of U.S. adults turning to Facebook, 
Twitter, and similar sites as their source of information about 
what is going on in the world. 

The study was based on a survey conducted by Pew between 
July 30 and August 12, 2018 and shows that television — still 
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leading the pack — saw a decline from 57 percent in 2016 to 49 
percent in 2018. News websites come in second, with an increase 
from 28 percent in 2016 to 33 percent in 2018. Radio held fairly 
steady with a one-point increase, from 25 percent to 26 percent. 
Print newspapers — which slid from 20 percent to 16 percent — 
trail behind the pack. 

But those numbers alone don’t tell the whole story, because 
when the ages of the survey respondents are taken into account, 
it becomes apparent that the younger the people, the more likely 
they are to look to social media for their news. In fact, those 18 
to 29 eschew print newspapers (a mere two percent), radio (13 
percent), and television (16 percent) in favor of news websites 
(27 percent) and social media (a whopping 36 percent). 

Social-media giants such as Facebook, Twitter, and others rou- 
tinely filter and manipulate what data is available to users on their 
platforms. Consequently, a large percentage of those 18 to 29 are 
being spoon-fed a very controlled diet where knowledge of the 
goings-on in the world around them is concerned. 

On the other hand, those same younger people gather news 
from a wider variety of sources than do their elders. As the Pew 
study explains: “Younger Americans are also unique in that they 
don’t rely on one platform in the way that the majority of their 
elders rely on TV. No more than half of those ages 18 to 29 and 
30 to 49 get news often from any one news platform.” 


Congressman: Abolish U.S. Senate So Big Cities Can Get Their Way 


Calling it “downright dangerous” and “antiquated,” the man who 
served for the longest stretch in the U.S. House of Representa- 
tives is calling for the abolition of the U.S. Senate. 

Former congressman John D. Dingell (D-Mich.) penned 
an opinion piece published 
December 4 in The Atlan- 
tic wherein he offered many 
ideas that he believes would 
“help restore confidence and 
trust in our precious system 
of government.” Among his 
“suggestions” is the abolition 
of the U.S. Senate. 

“California has almost 40 
million people, while the 20 
smallest states have a com- 
bined population totaling less 
than that. Yet because of an 
18th-century political deal, 
those 20 states have 40 senators, while California has just two. 
These sparsely populated, usually conservative states can block 
legislation supported by a majority of the American people. 
That’s just plain crazy,” Dingell writes. 

Dingell then goes on to bemoan the fact that “good bills” 
that pass the House of Representatives go on to “die a quiet 
death in the Senate because of the disproportionate influence 
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of small states.” The legislative logjam lamented by Dingell is 
the result, he insists, of “the specific constitutional protection 
granted these small states.” 

Well, he got that part right at least. The U.S. Senate was cre- 
ated by the states in the U.S. 
Constitution to perform the 
very function John Dingell 
thinks is blocking bills from 
becoming laws, bills that he 
reminds the reader “make it 
through the hyper-partisan 
House.” 

Ironically, the very “obstruc- 
tion” that Dingell derides is the 
very reason the Senate was cre- 
ated in the first place! 

Although John Dingell —a 
self-described “armchair ac- 
tivist” — would prefer a sys- 
tem whereby he and those of his politically progressive bent 
could use their numerical advantage in the megalopolises on 
the East and West coasts to deprive of their liberty those liv- 
ing in smaller cities and in the remaining rural regions, our 
Constitution places the “weight” of the Senate on the scales of 
legislative justice for the express purpose of preventing such 
sectional suppression. 
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Anew study by two Harvard University economists and released 
November 28 shows that the “gender wage gap” can be com- 
pletely explained by the different choices male and female em- 
ployees make. 

The study, by Valentin Bolotnyy and Natalia Emanuel, examined 
wage differences between male and female bus and train operators 
working for the Massachusetts Bay Transit Authority (MBTA) dur- 
ing the 2011-2017 period. This was an ideal environment for the 
study because the union contract covering all these employees is 
rigidly structured to eliminate practically all subjectivity on the part 
of MBTA management. All employees receive the same training 
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“Wage Gap” Caused by Work Choices, Not Sexism 


and start at the same wages. Thereafter, wage increases, promo- 
tions, and other benefits are doled out on the basis of seniority, 
with little managerial discretion allowed. Seniority also is the sole 
determinant of an employee’s work opportunities, including choice 
of schedules, routes, vacation days, and overtime hours. 

Under such a contract, one would expect men and women to 
earn about the same amount, yet the researchers found that fe- 
male MBTA operators still took home only 89 cents for every 
dollar that male operators made. The short explanation: “Men 
take 48% fewer unpaid hours off and work 83% more overtime 
hours per year than women.” Overtime is a major contributor to 
the wage gap. Men and women take roughly the same amount of 
overtime when hours are scheduled in advance, but when hours 
are scheduled the day of or the day before the shift, men take 
nearly twice as many hours as women. 

“We see women prioritizing schedule convenience more than 
men in other respects,” they wrote. “As operators move up the se- 
niority ladder and consequently have a greater pool of schedules to 
pick from, women move away from working weekends, holidays, 
and split shifts more than men. Women are more likely than men to 
take less desirable routes ... to avoid the less preferable schedules.” 

Economist John Phelan summed things up best: “The ‘gender 
wage gap’ is as real as unicorns and has been killed more times 
than [Halloween character] Michael Myers.” 


Putin: New Weapons Do Not Violate INF Treaty 


Speaking during a December 18 meeting with top military staff in 
the Russian Defense Ministry’s headquarters in Moscow, Russian 
President Vladimir Putin said that Russia’s new weapons have no 
foreign equivalents and will help ensure the country’s security for 
decades to come. 

During his talk, Putin specifically mentioned two new weap- 
ons — the Kinzhal hypersonic missile and the Avangard hyper- 
sonic glide vehicle. He said they have significantly strengthened 
Russia’s military capability. 

The Kinzhal, which can be launched from Tu-22M3 bombers 
or MiG-31K interceptors, is designed to target U.S. and NATO 
warships posing a threat to strategic missile systems in Russia’s 
European sector and to destroy NATO missile-defense systems, 
including the MIM-104 Patriot, the Terminal High Altitude Area 
Defense, and the Aegis Combat System. 

Shoigu said the Avangard will enter service with the military next 
year. Also known as Objekt 4202, Yu-71, and Yu-74, Avangard is a 
“scramjet” hypersonic glide vehicle that can be carried as a MIRV 
payload by several heavy ICBMs. It can deliver both nuclear and 
conventional payloads. The Avangard is capable of accelerating to 
up to Mach 20 when approaching a target, and is capable of sharp 
high-speed evasive maneuvers to evade missile-defense systems. 

During the meeting, Putin also rejected the U.S. claim that 
Russia has developed a new land-based cruise missile in vio- 
lation of the Intermediate-Range Nuclear Forces Treaty (INF). 
Putin asserted that Russia has no need for such a land-based 


weapon because it already has similar missiles on its ships 
and aircraft. 

The United States warned December 4 that it would suspend its 
obligations under the INF in 60 days if Russia did not return to full 
compliance. The United States claims that Russia’s 9M729 cruise 
missile violates the INF, which bans all land-based cruise and bal- 
listic missiles with a range of 300 to 3,400 miles. Russia denies this. 

Putin said the Russian military has successfully tested air- 
launched Kh-101 and sea-launched Kalibr cruise missiles with 
a range of 4,500 kilometers (2,790 miles) in combat in Syria. “It 
has probably made our partners worry, but it doesn’t violate the 
INF treaty,” Putin maintained. Ml 
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Prominent Senator Points to Crown Prince in Khashoggi Murder 
“Open source reports show that he [the crown prince] had been focus- 
ing on Mr. Khashoggi for a very long time. It is zero chance, zero, that 
this happened in such an organized fashion without the crown prince’s 
knowledge.” 

After an official briefing from the CIA, Senator Lindsey Graham (R- 
S.C.) rendered his opinion about the death of the anti-Saudi journalist 
who was murdered in Turkey. 


New York City Transit System Loses Lindsey & 
$215 Million From Riders Who Don’t Pay Grahame 

“We’re going to improve the reliability and performance and we’re 

going to crack down on the people that have somehow been scamming the system and getting away 
with not paying.” 

New York City Transit Authority board member Lawrence Schwartz discussed the findings of a report 
stating that approximately 208,000 people travel via the subway every 
day without paying. 


Einstein’s 1954 Anti-Bible Letter Sells for $2.9 million 

“The word of God is for me nothing but the expression of and product 
of human weaknesses, the Bible a collection of venerable but still rather 
primitive legends. No interpretation, no matter how subtle, can (for me) 
change anything about this.” 

A page-and-a-half letter, written by Albert Einstein during the year 
before his death in 1955, was his response to the book Choose Life: The 
Biblical Call to Revolt written by German philosopher Eric Gutkind. 
Christie's auction house conducted the sale of the letter but did not 
name the buyer. 
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Mexican and Central American Leaders Finding Migration to Be More of Their Concern 

“The economic and political elites of Central America, along with those in Mexico, have long 
been accustomed to deal with immigration as if it were a United States problem, arguing that 
people want to go there, so it’s better not to get involved. This crisis that has already exploded 
is forcing Central America and Mexico to not hide beneath that worn-off excuse. And that is a 
good thing.” 

A professor at CIDE, a university in Mexico City, Carlos Heredia, sees the current crisis being a con- 
cern as never before. 


Gorbachev Still Wants World Government and a “New World Order” 

“Today, only joint efforts can avert a new confrontation and the threat of a devastating war, thus restor- 
ing the prospect of a new world order.” 

Time magazine sought out Mikhail Gorbachev, the former leader of the USSR, for his comments after 
the passing of George H.W. Bush. The two world leaders, both veteran advocates for creation of a “new 
world order,” were strongly allied in seeking a world government when Bush was U.S. president and 
Mikhail Gorbachev was presiding over the USSR. 


Time Magazine Sought Comments 

From the CFR President After Bush’s Passing 

“The U.S. cannot turn its back on the world. Bush understood that isola- 

tionism is folly, that the U.S. cannot insulate itself from the consequences 

of a world that comes apart.” 

Current Council on Foreign Relations President Richard Haass served 

as a special assistant to George H.W. Bush during the Bush presidency. 

The two men obviously agreed that the United States should be the po- 

liceman of the world, and both wanted a world government to replace Richard 

national sovereignty. \ Haass 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS ¢ 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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Globalists were plotting your future in Poland at the United Nations COP24 Climate 
Summit, and that future doesn’t entail personal choice and individualism. 


by Alex Newman 


ATOWICE, Poland — Just a few 
weeks before the United Nations 
“climate change” summit in Po- 


land, where more than 30,000 globalists 
and global warmists met to plot your fu- 


10 


ture, outrage over carbon taxes in France 
imposed under the UN “Paris Agreement” 
finally boiled over. Hundreds of thousands 
of protesters were involved in everything 
from blocking traffic to taking over fuel 
depots. Wearing bright yellow vests, furi- 
ous French citizens crushed by high taxes 


on fuel and energy poured into the streets. 
Their target: carbon taxes. 

They demanded, among other things, 
that the global-warming policies imposed 
under the UN “Paris Agreement” be re- 
pealed — permanently. They also called 
for the politically toxic French President 
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Emmanuel Macron to resign immedi- 
ately. Sometimes, as happens often in 
French protests, citizens went overboard. 
But their point was made loud and clear 
— and Macron eventually had to back 
down, at least temporarily. The govern- 
ment finally agreed to delay the tax and 
listen to public concerns. 

The timing could not have been more 
disastrous for Macron and the globalists 
hoping to use climate alarmism to reshape 
the world. Indeed, the protests were a fre- 
quent topic of conversation throughout 
the summit, even though the establish- 
ment media did their best to downplay the 
origin of the protests — the carbon tax 
imposed by French authorities. Not sur- 
prisingly, globalist PR experts put their 
own spin on the fiasco, claiming that the 
government should have offered more 
welfare to poorer citizens to bring them 
along. But virtually everybody, including 
the French government, recognized how 
bad the optics were. 

Naturally, President Donald Trump, who 
has called the man-made global-warming 
hypothesis a “hoax,” could not resist the op- 
portunity to strike back at Macron and rub 
it in. “I am glad that my friend @Emmanu- 
elMacron and the protestors in Paris have 
agreed with the conclusion I reached two 
years ago,” Trump wrote on social media 
on the first day of the UN summit. “The 
Paris Agreement is fatally flawed because 
it raises the price of energy for responsible 
countries while whitewashing some of the 
worst polluters.” 

A few days later, Trump had more to 
say on the subject. “The Paris Agreement 
isn’t working out so well for Paris. Protests 
and riots all over France,” Trump wrote 
on December 8, trolling the UN summit 
and Macron, who had recently used vi- 
cious language to attack the “national- 
ism” promoted by Trump. “People do not 
want to pay large sums of money, much 
to third world countries (that are question- 
ably run), in order to maybe protect the 
environment. Chanting ‘We Want Trump!’ 
Love France.” But Trump’s rejection of 
the UN scheme and the French uprising 
against it were hardly the only blows that 
knocked the wind out of COP24’s sails. 

In Brazil, voters had just elected, in a 
landslide, President-elect Jair Bolsonaro, 
who campaigned on getting his country 
out of the Paris Agreement. Shortly before 
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the summit began, the new administration 
announced that Brazil was no longer will- 
ing to host next year’s UN climate sum- 
mit. Bolsonaro’s new foreign minister has 
publicly ridiculed the warming hypothesis 
as pseudo-scientific “dogma” by “cul- 
tural Marxists” to aid Communist China 
and destroy the Western world. During 
COP24, THE NEw AMERICAN asked at the 
Brazil booth whether Bolsonaro believed 
in the man-made global-warming hypoth- 
esis. “No comment,” said the first man. 
The second said: “I don’t think so.” 

All of this and more hung over the UN 
climate summit like a black cloud, putting 
a serious chill on the warming alarmism. 


Globalists Transforming the World 

Despite the growing skepticism over 
“climate science” and “climate action” 
that threatened to upend the whole nar- 
rative, leading globalists doubled down. 
They also came out of the closet when it 
comes to the real agenda. As the summit 
kicked off, UN Secretary-General Antonio 


Guterres declared that “climate action” of- 
fers a “compelling path to transform our 
world.” Even your “mind” must be trans- 
formed, he said. Many other proud social- 
ists, communists, and globalists also called 
for using the man-made global-warming 
hypothesis to transform the world. And 
they are not kidding. 

Leaders at the UN summit worked to 
exploit alarmism over the climate to re- 
structure every aspect of human life. The 
sought-after global transformation will 
also involve more government promotion 
of feminism, planetary taxes on emissions 
of carbon dioxide (CO), and so much 
more, explained Guterres, a longtime so- 
cialist leader who led the Socialist Inter- 
national, an incredibly powerful global 
coalition of socialist and communist par- 
ties, before becoming UN boss. He also 
ludicrously claimed hurricanes that struck 
the Caribbean last year were “emergen- 
cies” that “are preventable,” as if hurri- 
canes were caused by refusal to submit to 
carbon taxes quickly enough. 


UN summit in Katowice with help from Debbie Bacigalupi and Cezary Klosowicz. 
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“It is hard to overstate the urgency of 
our situation,” Guterres continued in his 
speech. “Even as we witness devastating 
climate impacts causing havoc across the 
world, we are still not doing enough, nor 
moving fast enough, to prevent irrevers- 
ible and catastrophic climate disruption,” 
he said. “Nor are we doing enough to capi- 
talize on the enormous social, economic, 
and environmental opportunities of cli- 
mate action.” Again, “climate action” is 
the banner under which the UN and its 
member governments are hoping to trans- 
form society and the economy. 

“Climate action offers a compelling 
path to transform our world for the better,” 
Guterres continued. “In short, we need a 
complete transformation of our global en- 
ergy economy, as well as how we manage 
land and forest resources. We need to em- 
brace low-carbon, climate-resilient sus- 
tainable development.” For those who are 
unfamiliar with UN-speak, “sustainable 
development” is code for government- 
directed development and global techno- 
cratic rule, and it encompasses everything 
from education and healthcare to land use 
and climate. 

This “transformation” is planned to be 
achieved through the mechanisms agreed 
to by Obama and other leaders in 2015 at 
the UN climate summit in France. “The 
Paris Agreement provides a framework 
for the transformation we need,” Guterres 
said, calling for “concerted resource mo- 
bilization” (i.e., spending Western tax 
money) and “transformative climate ac- 
tion in five key economic areas — energy, 
cities, land use, water and industry.” Of 
course, this summit was designed to “op- 
erationalize” the Paris Agreement for pre- 
cisely that purpose. 

According to the UN boss, all of this 
transformative action must be geared to- 
ward moving humanity into what is eu- 
phemistically dubbed the “green econo- 
my.” Reading the descriptions given of 
this “green” economy over the years, it be- 
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Get what he means? UN Secretary-General Antonio Guterres, a former leader of the world’s 
premier alliance of socialist and communist parties, called for using “climate action” to 


“transform the world.” 


comes immediately apparent that it is a lot 
like the “red economy” of yesteryear. The 
difference: The justification is primarily 
environmental in nature, rather than rely- 
ing on the discredited communist ideology 
so tainted in the public mind following the 
institutionalized mass murder of over 100 
million people just in the last century and 
the impoverishment of hundreds of mil- 
lions more. 

The green economy “means embracing 
carbon pricing,” Guterres continued, argu- 
ing that the gas exhaled by every human 
being is “pollution” that must be taxed 
and regulated. This green economy also 
means vastly increasing the scope of the 
welfare state and the level of dependence 
on government by individuals. Those 
workers whose “sectors” face “disruption” 
must have “retraining” from government, 
as well as a “social safety net.” In other 
words, when you lose your job due to the 
green economy, the government will take 
care of you and your family — maybe — 
making you utterly dependent for your 
daily bread. 


At least $100 billion of wealth redis- 
tribution from the West to Third World 
governments annually would be a “posi- 
tive political signal,” Guterres contin- 
ued. This money is supposed to go into 
the UN Green Climate (Slush) Fund to 
help bribe poorer governments into co- 
operating with the scheme. More will be 
required later, naturally. At the moment, 
the U.S. government is prohibited by law 
from providing money to this fund, but 
Obama did it anyway, and the next presi- 
dent may try to do it as well. 

Shortly after his initial speech, Guterres 
gave another, focusing on similar themes, 
including the “transformation of the real 
economy” that the UN and its member 
governments must oversee in energy, in- 
dustry, nature, cities, and much more. “I 
count on multiple new transformational 
commitments from governments, busi- 
ness, finance and civil society in each of 
these areas,” he added. “To achieve genu- 
ine transformation in the real economy, 
we need national governments to play a 
crucial role in each of the robust coali- 
tions which will deliver concrete trans- 
formative outcomes.” 

Finally, the UN secretary-general made 
clear that even your mind was in the UN’s 
cross hairs. “The Paris Agreement is not 
a piece of paper. It is a historic compact 
among nations, a compact to ensure our 
survival,” he said, though the majority of 
the governments that got on board were 
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totalitarian, including those led by mass 
murderers who enslave their nations — 
Kim Jong-un comes to mind. “This com- 
ing year we must put it to use to trans- 
form our economies, our minds, and our 
future.” This has been a recurring theme 
with the UN. 

Of course, Guterres was not the first 
UN bigwig to let the proverbial cat out 
of the bag. Then- UNFCCC (United Na- 
tions Framework Convention on Climate 
Change) Executive Secretary Christiana 
Figueres dropped a bombshell during 
a 2012 press conference regarding the 
transformation UN bosses envision. “It 
must be understood that what is occurring 
here, not just in Doha, but in the whole 
climate change process is a complete 
transformation of the economic structure 
of the world,” she told the media — from 
sovereign states and capitalism to world 
government and socialism. 

A few weeks before that, she told the 
U.K. Guardian that her job was to get gov- 
ernments, businesses, and society to make 
“the biggest transformation that they have 
ever undertaken.” She compared the trans- 
formation to the Industrial Revolution. 
“But it [the Industrial Revolution] wasn’t 
a guided transformation from a central- 
ized policy perspective,” she explained. 
“This is a centralized transformation that 
is taking place... It’s a very, very differ- 
ent transformation and one that is going 
to make the life of everyone on the planet 
very different.” 

In America, socialists are using virtu- 
ally the exact same rhetoric. Speaking 
in December alongside self-described 
Socialist Senator Bernie Sanders, self- 
styled “democratic socialist” Representa- 
tive Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez called for 
using the climate agenda to implement 
her fringe vision for America. “[We] can 
use the transition to 100 percent renew- 
able energy as the vehicle to truly deliver 
and establish economic, social and racial 
justice in the United State of America,” 
she exclaimed as COP24 was happening. 

Indeed, globalists and socialists have 
repeatedly made clear that they view 
the phony “climate crisis” as an “op- 
portunity” to achieve their “social” and 
“economic” goals — namely, wealth re- 
distribution, government controls over 
ever-larger swaths of human activity, so- 
cial engineering, and more. And through- 
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out the conference, that was clearly on 
display as every globalist special interest 
group came to link its totalitarian agenda 
to the climate bandwagon. 

All sorts of companies, non-profit 
groups, “religious” leaders, “civil soci- 
ety” organizations, Big Oil, and others 
were tripping over themselves to sign on. 
At an event featuring Guterres and other 
top UN bosses, for example, a number of 
globalist mega-banks with trillions of dol- 
lars in combined lending vowed to “put 
their balance sheets to work” in advancing 
the warmist agenda. “It shows that banks 
are becoming increasingly ready to take 
the bold steps needed to play our part in 
achieving a low-carbon economy,” said 
ING CEO Ralph Hamers, one of many 
cronies jumping on the bandwagon. 


Fear-mongering and 

Terror Fuel “Transformation” 

Of course, considering the scope of the 
changes being sought by the UN — a 
complete “transformation of the world,” 
to quote UN bosses — there had to be an 
extremely compelling justification. And 
this year, climate fear-mongering reached 
epic proportions. Citing the recently re- 
leased report (see page 23) by the UN 
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
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Change (IPCC), just about everybody in 
the UN venue was convinced, or at least 
pretended to be convinced, that human- 
ity only had “12 years” left to “solve” 
alleged “man-made global warming” be- 
fore it was “too late.” UN boss Guterres 
even warned that it would be “climate 
suicide” not to ink a strong deal. 

One UN chief, UN General Assembly 
President Maria Espinosa, claimed man- 
kind was “in danger of disappearing” if 
humanity refused to submit to the UN 
agenda. “We need to act urgently, and with 
audacity,” she exclaimed. “Be ambitious, 
but also responsible for the future genera- 
tions.” The World Wildlife Fund, a radi- 
cal group promoting globalism under the 
guise of environmentalism, had billboards 
and fliers claiming humans are now an 
“endangered species.” Asked whether this 
was due to abortion and population con- 
trol, a WWF representative at the booth 
in the COP24 venue responded that no, it 
was because of “climate change.” 

Former U.S. Vice President Al Gore was 
brought in to the summit, too, apparently 
to inject a major dose of fear into the con- 
ference. In a presentation that went on for 
more than an hour, the climate guru made 
countless claims, pointing to everything 
from snow fall to bad weather to argue that 


Just kill the kids: Former Vice President Al Gore, the world’s most prominent climate alarmist, 
arrived amid heavy snowfall to regale attendees with lies, while demanding “ubiquitous” 


population control. 
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Greta 


Thunberg 


UN Exploits Children 


TO ADVANCE CLIMATE AGENDA 


ATOWICE, Poland — The UN and 

k its members are using and weap- 
onizing the impressionable young. 

All over COP24, young people were pres- 
ent in numbers like never before. Perhaps 
the most recognizable face was an autistic 
15-year-old from Sweden named Greta 
Thunberg, who was plastered across news- 
papers and TV screens worldwide lectur- 
ing adults on the need to stop alleged man- 
made global-warming. Her claim to fame: 
Skipping school to save the climate and 
encouraging other students to do the same. 

But Greta was just one among many. In 
coordination with groups such as “Indig- 
enous” peoples, We Are Still In (USA), 
and Climate Nexus, just to name a few, the 
youth were organized by the hundreds to 
block COP24 hallways and disrupt events. 
They demanded “climate justice” or chant- 
ed loudly in unison some other UN-ap- 
proved catchy slogans. 

The young preached about “anthropo- 
genic warming,” “the science is settled,” 
“the Paris Agreement,” “resiliency,” “ad- 
aptation and mitigation,” “fossil-free,” “de- 
carbonizing” the world, the need for “car- 
bon taxes,” “stolen lands,” “action plans,” 
biodiversity, wildfires, floods, sea rise, 
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droughts — anything weather related must 
be man-made. Their dire message matched 
that of the UN’s: We must act now to stop 
global warming or else in 12 years Earth 
will be unrecognizable and uninhabitable. 

Despite the doom-and-gloom prophecies, 
the UN is fulfilling its Sustainable Develop- 
ment Goals; in this case, “sustainable educa- 
tion.” The so-called UN 2030 Agenda identi- 
fies children as “critical agents of change.” 
Thus, all youth must be taught to “promote 
sustainable development.” At COP24, their 
success in this regard was evident every- 
where. Adolf Hitler probably said it best: 
“He alone who owns the youth gains the 
future.” And at the UN, the youth are being 
trained, encouraged, and used to spread 
global-warming alarmism and forward a 
fundamentally transformed future plagued 
by controlling human action at every level. 

The following are just a few examples of 
youth’s engagement at the conference: 

¢ JUST RUDE! During the Trump ad- 
ministration’s presentation on the benefits 
of coal, hundreds of youths took over for 
more than 10 minutes, stormed the stage, 
loudly and rudely mocked the panelists, all 
while shouting about “stolen lands” and 
“climate justice.” 
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« PERFECTED PROPAGANDA! In 
an interview with Regan (a high-school 
student from Santa Barbara, California, 
now living in Fiji and attending a “Green” 
school), she executed a perfectly coiffed in- 
terview about “climate justice,” “Sustain- 
able Development,” and the “importance” 
of being “vegan” and “humane” to animals, 
while fearlessly calling out “guilty” major 
organizations (such as PepsiCo). When she 
“messed up,” she asked to start over, com- 
posed herself, and began again. 

* “LOCK THEM UP!” TNA captured 
exclusive footage of a young adult from 
Germany (who is shocked that climate 
skeptics would attend the global-warming 
conference) chanting “lock them up” when 
asked what should happen to skeptics of the 
man-made warming hypothesis. 

* YOUNG EXPERTS! Cornell Uni- 
versity (New York) students shared their 
so-called climate-change expertise about 
California’s wildfires, adaptation, and so- 
lutions. One conference solution suggested 
fewer people living in rural forested areas. 

«PULL YOUR HEART STRINGS! Adult 
representatives from the Pacific Islands 
shared climate horror stories with the Ka- 
towice children’s choir. Afterward, the kids 
dressed in gas masks to entertain a standing- 
room only audience with sad songs about the 
environment. “I Need Air to Breathe,” they 
sang as a video displayed young kids in “cli- 
mate action” caring for the Earth. 

« EXPLOIT! On a massive monitor, 
World Bank Group looped footage of young 
adults in “climate change” action with the 
slogan “Youth are Unstoppable.” 

« POLICE THE ADULTS! We inter- 
viewed a 23-year-old, Mary, who shared 
that her responsibility as the Norwegian 
youth delegate was to make sure the adults 
were fulfilling their UN commitments. 

The children are being groomed to usher 
in the UN’s One World agenda, with “cli- 
mate justice” as a pretext. The totalitarians 
have netted the youth — hook, line, and 
sinker — like never before. 

None of this should be a surprise, though. 
Just head to your local university bookstore 
and examine the required texts. Check out 
a Common Core-aligned lesson on climate 
change. They are capturing the youth right 
in front of us. If freedom-loving Americans 
hope to preserve liberty and justice, rest is 
not an option. Get moving! li 

— DEBBIE BACIGALUPI 
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human activity and individual choice were 
going to doom the planet unless govern- 
ments agreed to massively curtail them. 
Indeed, Gore even preached about a loom- 
ing catastrophe if humanity refuses to bow 
down. “It is real!” he pleaded about the 
hypothesis underpinning the conference. 

Much of his speech was downright dis- 
honest. For example, the former vice pres- 
ident referred to the gas of life exhaled by 
every living human being as “man-made 
heat-trapping global-warming pollution.” 
Adding to the deception, Gore dishonest- 
ly included a slide with an image of dark 
smoke billowing out of a smoke stack as if 
that were CO,, despite the fact that CO, is 
actually invisible, odorless, and essential 
to all plant life. 

Calling the decision to create a UN 
climate regime “the single most impor- 
tant moral choice in the entire history of 
humanity,” Gore sounded like a dooms- 
day preacher shouting at passers-by. 
“Will civilization descend into another 
dark age?” he asked, getting “worked up 
early,” as he put it at least a half-dozen 
times. “Will we descend into a condition 
that future generations will describe as 
hell on earth?” 

Ironically, it was almost 10 years ago 
that Gore predicted, citing supposed sci- 
entists, that the Arctic ice cap would melt 
completely by 2013 or 2014. In the real 
world, the Arctic ice cap is still there, and 
doing just fine. The National Snow and 
Ice Data Center recently noted that ice ex- 
tent was “increasing faster than average 
for most regions in November.” Gore did 
not mention his long track record of failed 
doomsday prophecies. 

Instead, he went through a seemingly 
never-ending list of examples of bad 
weather while spewing unsourced num- 
bers and statistics aimed at frightening 
members of the audience. Among other 
claims, Gore argued that a number of cit- 
ies, including some in the United States, 
were at risk of being flooded by the sea. 
Gore did that despite the UN IPCC’s own 
sea-level rise expert Dr. Nils-Axel Mérner 
resigning when the outfit refused to cor- 
rect its false claims about alleged dan- 
gerous sea-level rises. “All talk about a 
disastrous sea level rise by 2100 is noth- 
ing but scaremongering and deliberate ha- 
rassment of the public by the IPCC (2013, 
2018) and its media proponents,” he said 
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recently, calling the claim of rapid sea- 
level rise a “serious mistake.” 

Gore’s dishonesty reached new heights. 
For instance, he blamed global warming 
for civil war in Syria. He blamed “air 
pollution” for making Polish children 
dumber, seeking to connect CO, to actual 
pollution. He even claimed global warm- 
ing would make allergies worse. “98% of 
European cities could experience worse 
droughts by 2050,” Gore claimed. “Half 
of all the animals in all the world have 
gone since the 1970s!” he fumed. “Is that 
OK?!” Gore showed scary images of ice 
melting in Greenland in the spring, as if 
there was something unusual about that. 
He also played a clip of a nuclear bomb 
exploding for emphasis. And pointing to 
the hurricane that hit Puerto Rico, Gore 
blamed alleged man-made warming and 
said the Trump administration’s response 
was “environmental racism.” 

Touting Pope Francis’ teachings on 
environmentalism, Gore suggested that 
surrendering more money and power 
to the UN and governments under the 
guise of regulating CO, would somehow 
make the climate stop changing so ev- 
eryone could live in peace and security. 
“When you look at this image, it brings 
into focus what is really at stake in all 
of these negotiations,” the climate ac- 
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tivist pleaded, showing an image of the 
Earth from space and urging people to 
“change.” “The choice we as a world 
community have to make is the single 
most important moral choice in the entire 
history of humanity.” 

Gore warned of myriad more terrors to 
come if humanity refuses to comply with 
his demands. And not just bad weather: 
Gore claimed that alleged man-made cli- 
mate change caused the refugee waves, 
which caused the “damnable wave of 
populist authoritarianism” that is now 
supposedly infecting America and Eu- 
rope. Examples of this included what he 
described as a “dumb mistake” by voters 
in the United Kingdom who voted to se- 
cede from the globalist European Union 
in Brexit. 

Brushing aside Trump, Gore said he 
remained “optimistic” that skeptics of 
his theory would ultimately be defeated. 
In fact, the warmist said it was almost in- 
evitable. “This movement is unstoppable,” 
Gore boasted. “But it’s not happening fast 
enough to stop the climate crisis on time.” 

Among the solutions to the supposed 
“climate crisis”: More restrictions on lib- 
erty and energy, and more globalism. Gore 
also touted more and stricter population- 
control policies by government. Perhaps 
oblivious to the ghoulishness of his words, 


Earning the name “Whacko”: Actor and former California Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger told 
the UN that he wished he could go back in time as Terminator to stop the use of “evil” fossil fuels. 
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Gore praised the population-control re- 
gime operated by the government of India, 
which has been widely condemned as 
abusive and coercive. Showing a graph of 
China’s population, he also celebrated the 
policies of the mass-murdering dictator- 
ship in Communist China, which operates 
a terror machine to enforce its barbaric 
population control, measures that include 
forced abortions and other horrors, often 
in cooperation with the UN. Then, show- 
ing a graph of Africa’s population, Gore 
suggested that Africans were still hav- 
ing far too many babies. Gore demanded 
that contraception be made “ubiquitously 
available” all over the world to help re- 
duce the number of children. He has four. 

Absent more extreme population-con- 
trol schemes and drastic reductions in 
CO, emissions, Gore threatened that all 
manner of evils would befall humanity. 
He claimed the West would be overrun 


by Africans and Muslims from the Third 
World and that never-ending bad weath- 
er — hurricanes, floods, droughts, heat 
waves, tornadoes, and more — will end 
life as humanity has known it. 

Gore was not the only American celeb- 
rity ramping up the fear. Former California 
Governor and actor Arnold Schwarzeneg- 
ger flew in on a recycled magic carpet — 
just kidding, he used a fossil-fuel-powered 
airplane just like the other hypocrites — to 
preach about how “evil” fossil fuels are. 
Almost laughably, he said, “I wish that I 
could be the terminator in real life to be 
able to travel back in time and stop all 
fossil fuels when they were discovered,” 
claiming humanity would have been 
“much better off’ without plentiful energy 
resources. “The biggest evil is fossil fuels: 
It’s coal, it’s gasoline, it’s the natural gas.” 
How the tons and tons and tons of horse 
manure from pre-gasoline transportation 


Bad “children” get coal: Santa Claus arrived in Katowice to deliver a lump of coal to Greenpeace, 
saying members earned it by seeking to limit people’s access to affordable and reliable energy. 
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— which brought about stench, water 
pollution, increased diseases, and more — 
were somehow superior he didn’t explain. 
The alleged evils of “fossil fuels” were a 
hot topic throughout the conference. 

The entire summit revolved around two 
key points. The first one is the notion that 
man’s emissions of CO, are causing dan- 
gerous global warming. And the second is 
the idea that, with enough subsidies and 
restrictions, humanity can satisfy all of its 
energy needs using windmills, solar pan- 
els, and yet-to-be-invented “renewable” 
sources. But precious few facts were on 
display to back up the claims. The IPCC 
did not respond to requests for comment. 


Critics Ridicule It All 

While the UN did everything possible to 
scare humanity into submission, not ev- 
eryone in Katowice was playing along. In 
a move that was blasted by governments 
and globalists worldwide, the Trump ad- 
ministration sent a delegation of U.S. of- 
ficials to the UN summit to promote fossil 
fuels such as oil, coal, and natural gas — 
the cheap and reliable energy sources UN 
man-made global-warming theorists are 
working to restrict. But the message from 
the U.S. government came through loud 
and clear: Fossil fuels are here to stay, and 
will remain an important source of energy 
for the world long into the future. 

Among other points, the side event 
hosted by the Trump administration cel- 
ebrated America’s ongoing expansion of 
energy production — especially lique- 
fied natural gas. U.S. Assistant Secretary 
for Fossil Energy Steven Winberg noted 
America is becoming a leader in the field 
of using fossil fuels in a “clean” and “ef- 
ficient” way. U.S. officials also promot- 
ed nuclear energy, which many climate 
alarmists hate as well. 

At one point, anti-energy activists 
stormed the stage with a banner reading 
“Keep it in the Ground.” The activists — 
almost the whole crowd at that point — also 
screamed “keep it in the ground” as they 
clapped and stomped their feet and shout- 
ed anti-American hate speech. UN police 
formed a line to protect the protesters on 
stage as they shrieked. Critics expressed 
concern that UN security officials appeared 
to have allowed it to happen on purpose. 

But U.S. officials were unequivo- 
cal. “We support all energy,” said Wells 
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In the heartland: The UN’s anti-CO, summit was held in Europe’s coal heartland, home to about 
half of all European coal workers. If conference attendees get their way, not only will all of the 
area’s miners be out of work, most people in the world would face energy rationing. 


Griffith, the U.S. principal deputy assis- 
tant secretary for international affairs at 
the U.S. Energy Department. “I can say, 
for the U.S., the policy is not to keep it in 
the ground, but to use it in a way that is 
clean and efficient.” Winberg, meanwhile, 
responded to a question by pointing out 
that people all over the world live in dire 
energy poverty, with many forced to burn 
wood and organic material just to survive. 

Nongovernmental organizations also 
infuriated the warmists. The Heartland 
Institute, for instance, hosted an event 
early on during COP24 with scientists 
and policy experts to bring a dose of 
reality into the discussions going on in 
Katowice. The U.S.-based group had 
just released a scientific report by the 
Nongovernmental International Panel 
on Climate Change (NIPCC) looking at 
the costs and benefits of fuels. Later on, 
the group inked an agreement with Soli- 
darity, the labor union that helped bring 
down the communist regime in Poland, 
expressing “skepticism of the assertions 
of the United Nations Intergovernmental 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC).” 

“We, speaking as one, believe in the 
restoration of the Scientific Method and 
the dismissal of ideological dogma at the 
United Nations,” explained the joint state- 
ment. “That means a healthy skepticism of 
data interpretation and policy conclusions 
and an end to the war on science and sci- 
entists by powerful state-backed forces.” 

Also attending the summit were the 
liberty-minded environmentalist group 
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known as the Committee for a Construc- 
tive Tomorrow (CFACT) and ClimateDe- 
pot.com editor Marc Morano. Among 
other activities, they worked with local 
Polish activists to put together a “counter- 
COP24” to explain the problems with the 
UN’s alarmism. Nearly 200 people attend- 
ed. CFACT also put up a billboard pro- 
moting energy independence for Poland: 
“Congratulations Poland, 100 years! Exit 
the UN Paris Accord. Energy Indepen- 
dence for Poland!” 

Near the end, Morano dressed up as 
Santa Claus and delivered a bag of coal 
to the Greenpeace offices. “Greenpeace 
has been very, very naughty this year,” 
he said. “They want to keep energy in the 
ground. So this year, they only deserve a 
lump of coal.” Obviously, Greenpeace was 
not amused. 

In an interview with THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN, Morano suggested that the climate 
bandwagon was coming apart. He praised 
Trump, the incoming Brazilian govern- 
ment, and other players that are increas- 
ingly resisting the UN’s climate agenda. 
“This is not inevitable now,” said Morano. 
“Donald Trump stood up to the United 
Nations, announced 
the intention to with- 
draw, and that set 
off a spiraling cre- 
scendo. Why is Rus- 
sia, long term, or 
China, going to stay 
in an agreement that 
is going to hamper 
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their growth? They are going to look at 
the U.S. and say, they’re not doing it, why 
should we? ... And what’s best about this 
is that you can see the desperation of the 
UN.” Of course, China has been, and still 
is, building coal-fired power plants by the 
dozen, so it is not following along now. 

Critical scientists were outraged, too. 
“Why do all the scientists and politicians 
and rent-seekers continue to play the games 
of the urgent need to stop CO, from rising 
by changing to ‘renewable’ energies while 
Paris is literally burning because people 
cannot afford to pay more taxes for noth- 
ing in return?” wondered astrophysicist Dr. 
Willie Soon with the Harvard-Smithsonian 
Center for Astrophysics. In a statement to 
THE NEw AMERICAN, Dr. Soon slammed 
the anti-energy movement for attacking 
reliable, cheap, and abundant energy while 
people are in dire need. “How about the 
energy needs of Africa, India, China and 
South America: Can they all really live 
purely from the ‘clean’ energy of the Sun 
and Wind?” he asked. “This is truly a sad 
tale of third rate scientific studies and fake 
evidence dressing up to rob the world of 
cheap and abundant energy.” 

The globalists and the global warmists 
did not get everything they wanted. How- 
ever, an agreement was signed (see page 
18), the scam continues, and billions of 
people have been convinced that the gas 
they exhale is dangerous “pollution” in 
need of UN regulation. 

On a positive note, it is obvious that 
the climate-alarmist cause is becoming 
politically toxic with voters — especially 
in light of Macron’s spectacular downfall 
and the fact that just a handful of heads of 
state were at COP24 (four, to be exact). 
And even many of the celebrities who 
normally show up stayed away this time. 
That has led some critics of the charade to 
suggest that the truth is winning. It is not 
too late to stop the threat, but Americans 
must act now if they hope to preserve 
their liberties. Hi 
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Wealth Redistribution and Globalism, 


FOR THE CLIMATE 


At the COP24 climate conference in Poland, the primary ambition was to remake the 
world by taking and redistributing money and power. 


by Alex Newman 


ATOWICE, Poland — The word 
k “ambition” was on everybody’s 
lips during the United Nations 
climate summit, almost as if everyone 
was reading from the same script. But it 
was not the sort of ambition parents urge 
their children to show in their studies, their 
sports training, or their future careers. In- 
stead, the term was being used to describe 
how “ambitious” the governments and to- 
talitarians who made up the “Parties” of 
the COP24 climate conference would be 
in imposing draconian, unpopular, and, 
in many cases, totalitarian policies on the 
people they rule. 

The attendees of the 24th “Conference 
of the Parties” intend to be fairly ambi- 
tious in centralizing and consolidating 
their power, though once again the partici- 
pants did not get all they wanted. 

After two weeks of negotiations and 
months of pre-negotiations, almost 200 
governments and dictators from all over 
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the world agreed on a massive and ab- 
surdly complicated document that prom- 
ises to redistribute more wealth and in- 
stitutionalize the mechanisms to control 
human emissions of carbon dioxide — 
and by extension, to control every human 
activity. 

As is usual with such events, the result- 
ing document is mind-numbingly compli- 
cated. In an official press release, even 
the UN itself described the agreement 
as a “complex and difficult document.” 
That may be an understatement. But the 
complexity was obviously by design. If 
humanity clearly understood what was 
happening — essentially the fastening of 
shackles on people and nations under the 
guise of controlling the climate — there 
would likely be blood running in the 
streets. The uprisings across France in 
response to a new carbon tax, one compo- 
nent of the overall agenda being pushed 
by the UN and its members, would seem 
mild by comparison. 

And so the almost 150-page agree- 


ment inked in Katowice was written 
in a way that makes it virtually impen- 
etrable to all but the most highly trained 
lawyers and policy wonks. But while 
the rules may be obscure and difficult 
to read, they are reportedly extremely 
important. And they assuredly will be, 
since the UN and other alarmist groups 
will surely find in them the power to do 
myriad things. As the state-funded BBC 
put it, these rules “will govern the way 
the world tackles climate change for de- 
cades to come.” 

And because nearly every human 
activity in the New World Order falls 
under the umbrella of “fighting climate 
change,” the importance of this effort is 
hard to overstate. 

Officially, the document, being re- 
ferred to as everything from the “Paris 
Agreement Working Programme” to the 
“Katowice Climate Texts” or the “Kato- 
wice Package,” is meant to prevent global 
temperatures from rising 1.5 degrees Cel- 
sius above “pre-industrial” levels. More 
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He is happy; will you be? UN COP24 President 
Michat Kurtyka celebrates after announcing 
that almost 200 governments and dictatorships 
agreed to the “Katowice Climate Package.” 


than a few observers, though, recalled 
the famous story of King Canute. Ac- 
cording to legend, in an effort to prove 
that his power was limited and that God 
was supreme, Canute placed his throne 
at the sea shore and commanded the tide 
to stop rising. Obviously, it continued to 
rise. “Let all men know how empty and 
worthless is the power of kings, for there 
is none worthy of the name, but He whom 
heaven, earth, and sea obey by eternal 
laws,” Canute was recorded as saying. 

Despite the total failure of every UN 
climate model to accurately predict tem- 
perature changes as the Earth’s CO, levels 
have increased (they all predicted much 
warmer temperatures than we’ve had), 
there was no humility on display among 
the self-styled climate dignitaries and ex- 
cellencies assembled in Poland. In their 
ludicrous quest to control weather and 
global temperatures by raising gas prices 
and restricting choices, no pronouncement 
was too absurd. Indeed, the official nar- 
rative broadcast endlessly throughout the 
summit was that humanity only has 12 
years left to do what the UN says, or the 
Earth will be destroyed due to the carbon- 
emission sins of evil humans — and par- 
ticularly evil Western humans, since Chi- 
nese and Indian emissions are apparently 
less evil than emissions from Americans 
or Germans. 


What Does It Do? 
Often described as a “rule book,” the 
agreement is “designed to operationalize 
the climate change regime contained in 
the Paris Agreement,” the UN said. The 
Paris Agreement was concocted by former 
President Barack Obama and other global- 
ist leaders at the 2015 UN climate summit 
in the French capital. This pseudo-treaty, 
which was never ratified by the U.S. Sen- 
ate and which President Trump announced 
the U.S. government would withdraw 
from, has enormous goals — namely, fun- 
damentally transforming the planet. 
More specifically, the goals of the UN 
Paris Agreement on climate include re- 
structuring the global economy, phasing 
out cheap and abundant energy, redis- 
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tributing the wealth of Western taxpayers 
to the UN and Third World regimes, and 
empowering the UN to oversee the plan- 
etary climate regime currently under con- 
struction. For a detailed overview of the 
Paris Agreement, see the cover story “UN 
Climate Summit: Shackling the Planet to 
‘Save’ It” in THE NEW AMERICAN maga- 
zine’s January 4, 2016 special report fo- 
cusing on the UN climate confab held 
in Paris in December of 2015. This new 
deal approved in Katowice is basically the 
guidelines for implementing it. 

Taken together with the Paris Agree- 
ment, the new agreement provides the de- 
tails and guidelines for national govern- 
ments to impose the UN-backed climate 
policies on their populations in a consis- 
tent and harmonized manner. The easiest 
way to understand the overwhelmingly 
complex document is to look at it as the 
operating manual for implementing the 
“commitments” made at the 2015 climate 
summit in Paris. That may be good news 
for globalists and tyrants, but it is bad 
news for freedom, national sovereignty, 
prosperity, and self-government. 

A key element of the agreement is 
the decision that a mere $100 billion in 
wealth redistribution each year was not 
enough. Under the Paris deal, Western 
governments, led by Obama, agreed to 
hand over $100 billion per year, mostly 
tax money, to Third World governments, 


all viaa UN slush fund. But under the Ka- 
towice agreement, negotiators outlined a 
way to decide on even more ambitious 
wealth transfers from 2025 onward. They 
also agreed to institutionalize the trans- 
fer of technology and know-how from the 
people and nations that created the new 
products and systems to Third World dic- 
tatorships, which will supposedly use the 
new (stolen) technologies to “fight cli- 
mate change.” 

There was also a meeting of the minds 
having to do with “transparency.” Typical- 
ly, transparency is a good thing. But when 
globalists use the term, not so much. The 
“transparency” envisioned here creates a 
framework for uniform reporting of CO, 
emissions by all national governments. The 
scheme would track how governments are 
implementing their “national action plans” 
— with an eye to influencing the plans. 
Plans to be tracked might include monitor- 
ing the amounts of tax monies spent on cli- 
mate schemes such as wind and solar power 
or federal subsidies to “green” companies, 
the amount of tax money paid to the UN 
and its member governments, implement- 
ing “carbon pricing” to charge people for 
CO, emissions, and more. 

For now, global rules for a planet- 
wide “cap and trade” regime and “carbon 
pricing” remain elusive. Apparently the 
negotiators were unable to agree on the 
details. However, with the UN openly 


Still in the early stages: UN climate boss Patricia 
Espinosa, a Mexican politician, said the agreement 
reached at the COP24 would serve as a “road-map 
for the international community.” 
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In it for the money: Climate “dignitaries” and self-styled “excellencies” from across the Third World 
worked hard at the UN summit to extort Western taxpayers under the guise of “climate justice.” 


pushing for a “carbon budget” in which 
each nation or region is given a quota 
for how much CO, its citizens are able 
to emit, a global “cap and trade”-style 
system is still on the agenda. Also left 
unsettled is the issue of “loss and dam- 
age.” Essentially, Third World dictators 
want Western taxpayers to write a blank 
check so that every time a natural disaster 
strikes, they can blame “climate change” 
and extort the West to pay for the dam- 
ages. But no deal was reached in time. 
The goals of the confab were ap- 
parent in a debate that took place over 
whether the final text should “welcome” 
the UN Intergovernmental Panel on Cli- 
mate Change’s (IPCC) latest report. The 
report, dubbed “Special Report 15” or 
SR15, calls for “unprecedented changes” 
to society to save the climate, including 
cutting CO, emissions in half by 2030, 
and cutting them completely by mid- 
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century, if the planet is to avoid climate 
disasters of apocalyptic proportions. 
Fervent believers in the report, a report 
that was widely ridiculed, and govern- 
ments seeking big climate reparation pay- 
ments, demanded that the agreement “wel- 
come” the report’s findings (see article 
on page 23). However, the governments 
of Russia, Kuwait, Saudi Arabia, and the 
United States rejected the report. In the 
end, so-called compromise language was 
adopted stating that COP24 “expresses its 
appreciation and gratitude” to the IPCC 
for the report, while falsely claiming it re- 
flects “the best science.” In reality, numer- 
ous scientists and experts, including many 
who have worked with the IPCC, have 
exposed the report’s fraud and deception. 
At the conference, there was almost no 
apparent notice taken of the irrationality 
of the actions supposedly being taken 
to remedy the climate or the shakiness 


of the science upon which the climate 
claims were made. As to the actions that 
must be taken to do what the UN sug- 
gests, Bjorn Lomborg, who believes in 
the global-warming hypothesis and is 
the former director of the Danish gov- 
ernment’s Environmental Assessment 
Institute, writes that making changes to 
limit Earth’s temperature rise to 3.6 de- 
grees Fahrenheit would cost upwards of 
$100 trillion — much more money than 
it would take to respond to warming tem- 
peratures. As well, both solar and wind 
power — the alarmists’ planned sources 
of green energy — are intermittent power 
sources that must be backed up by con- 
ventional power plants. 

As usual, some of the most strident at- 
tendees were rent-a-mob activists funded 
by tax dollars and globalist billionaires: 
They complained that the agreement was 
not strong enough to do what they claim 
needs to be done. They apparently were 
on hand to make the “Parties” look rea- 
sonable by comparison and make it look 
as if the decisions taken were in response 
to a mass grassroots uprising. The ritual, 
too, was the same as always: The non- 
governmental organizations (NGOs) 
shrieked that the deal was not strong 
enough to save the climate, or human- 
ity, or biodiversity, or the ozone layer, 
or whatever the cause du jour happens 
to be, and the climate bureaucrats made 
supposed concessions to mollify the com- 
plainers. 


What Others Were Saying 

At the UN, globalists involved in the sum- 
mit could barely contain their glee. “We 
have been working on this package for 
three years.... We can be proud of our- 
selves,” said COP24 President Michat 
Kurtyka at the plenary session at the end of 
the climate summit. “Our common efforts 
didn’t consist solely of producing texts or 
defending national interests. We were con- 
scious of our responsibility to people and 
commitment for the fate of Earth, which is 
our home and the home of future genera- 
tions who will come after us.” 

Claiming that the interests of all parties 
were taken into account in a sustainable 
way, Kurtyka claimed the impact of the 
Katowice Package on the world “will be 
positive.” Thanks to the new deal, he con- 
tinued, “we have taken a big step towards 
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achieving the ambitions set in the Paris 
Agreement.” Thanks to those ambitions, 
he added, “our children will look back at 
some point and consider that their parents 
made the right decisions in an important 
historical moment.” 

UN Climate Chief Patricia Espinosa 
was similarly elated. “This is an excellent 
achievement! The multilateral system 
has delivered a solid result,” she gushed. 
“This is a road-map for the international 
community to decisively address climate 
change. The guidelines that delegations 
have been working on day and night are 
balanced and clearly reflect how respon- 
sibilities are distributed amongst the 
world’s nations. They incorporate the 
fact that countries have different capabili- 
ties and economic and social realities at 
home, while providing the foundation for 
ever increasing ambition.” 

And the head of the UN, card-carrying 
socialist boss Antonio Guterres, celebrated 
the “Paris Agreement Work Programme” 
as “the basis for a transformative process 
which will require strengthened ambition 
from the international community.” “Sci- 
ence,” he added, “has clearly shown that 
we need enhanced ambition to defeat cli- 
mate change.” 

While encouraging his minions, 
Guterres unintentionally gave warning to 
that part of the world’s citizens who enjoy 
independence and like living a modern 
lifestyle: He repeatedly boasted of using 
“climate action” to “transform the world” 
and even your “mind.” “From now on,” 
he said, “my 5 priorities will be: ambition, 
ambition, ambition, ambition and ambi- 
tion.... Ambition will be at the center of 
the Climate Summit that I will convene in 
September 2019,” he said. “It is our duty 
to reach for more and I count on all of you 
to raise ambitions so that we can beat back 
climate change.” 

Others, though, suggested the gran- 
diose announcements were perhaps a 
bit overblown. Speaking after COP24, 
Heartland Institute Senior Fellow for 
Environment and Climate Policy James 
Taylor said that “not much of great im- 
portance” came out of the deal. “This is 
basically hammering out minor rules and 
procedures,” he said, calling it “good 
news” that the UN was unable to create 
any new schemes to restrict freedom or 
access to energy. The most meaningful 
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development was the “determination that 
the $100 billion extorted each and every 
year under Paris was not enough,” Taylor 
told THE NEw AMERICAN. “Now there is 
a new demand for even more money and 
they need to agree to a higher number for 
wealth transfers.” 

“The primary intent of Paris and Kato- 
wice is a wealth and power transfer from 
the United States and Western nations to 
the United Nations,” Taylor continued. 
“If climate change and CO, emissions 
were the main concern, UN officials 
would look at how the United States has 
reduced emissions more than any nation 
in this century, and would applaud the 
U.S. and ask for advice on how the rest 
of the world could do that. The fact that 
instead the United States is vilified and 
criticized tells you this is not about re- 
ducing carbon dioxide emissions.” And 
he’s right about that: In 2017, China’s 
CO, emissions were not only more than 
double the United States’ emissions, its 
emissions grew by 120 million tons. The 
United States’ emissions declined by 
more than 40 million tons. Meanwhile the 
emissions by the EU, Turkey, and India 
increased by more than 175 million tons. 
According to an AEI article, “This is the 
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ninth time in this century that the US has 
had the largest decline in emissions in the 
world.” 

“Their main objection and criticism of 
the United States,” according to Taylor, “is 
that we won’t submit our energy policy, 
our economic policy and our sovereign 
political rights to the United Nations.” 
He added, “Actions speak louder than 
words. The United States leads the world 
in the reduction of emissions. The rest of 
the world has increased its emissions. To 
criticize and vilify the United States as a 
climate outlaw defies explanation. This is 
about the U.S. defying UN power grabs 
and money grabs.” 

Taylor urged Congress and the Ameri- 
can people to “stand strong against global 
attempts to extort money and power from 
USS. citizens and the U.S. government.” 
Plus, “the entire agreement is based upon 
an invalid scientific theory — a theory that 
is contradicted by sound science,” he said, 
celebrating the fact that the Trump admin- 
istration had announced a U.S. withdrawal 
from the Paris Agreement. “We need to 
stand strong.” 

Leading scientists who tracked the 
negotiations also criticized the new UN 
deal. “COP24 has failed the bureaucrats 


Dictator’s dream: With Trump vowing withdrawal from the UN Paris Agreement, the Communist 
Chinese regime, whose delegate is seen here celebrating, is taking the lead on “global warming.” 
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Social-justice warriors: The agenda of the Katowice deal and the entire UN climate process 
was never to stop the climate from changing, but to fundamentally transform the world and 


empower the UN. 


and technocrats of the world elite again,” 
said astrophysicist Dr. Willie Soon with 
the Harvard-Smithsonian. “The angst 
does keep campaign money of Greenpeace 
flowing. But please make it quick before 
all the people like you and me whom have 
to eam a living realize that even $10 a gal- 
lon gasoline will do nothing to change the 
weather and climate.” 

“Frankly I am bored by all these UN 
permanent traveling salesmen, insisting 
that they can use the UN mechanisms 
to tax us on the energy we need to live 
and in return there is not even any pos- 
sibilities of changing the Earth weather 
and climate for the ‘better,’” continued 
Dr. Soon, a leading skeptic of the man- 
made warming hypotheses. “Nature is 
indeed trying to kill us and what we need 
is all the abundant and affordable energy 
to reduce and minimize those risks. How 
many more agreements must anyone sign 
to ensure a good weather?” 


The U.S. Position 

While countless Americans celebrated 
Trump’s announcement that the U.S. 
government would exit the Paris Agree- 
ment, the story is not over yet. In fact, at 
COP24, U.S. negotiators ostensibly work- 
ing for the Trump administration helped 
the UN put together the Katowice Climate 
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Package under the guise of protecting 
America’s national interests. Incredibly, 
the U.S. government even signed on to 
the Katowice deal, despite reiterating on 
several occasions during the summit that 
the Trump administration’s position on 
withdrawing from the Paris scheme had 
not changed. 

However, Obama’s special envoy on 
climate change, Todd Stern, who played 
a key role in Paris, noted that U.S. ne- 
gotiators in Katowice “are doing a good 
job.” Other radical leftists and pseudo- 
environmentalists agreed. For instance, 
in response to a question by THE NEw 
AMERICAN during a press conference 
about Trump calling the man-made 
warming hypothesis a “hoax,” Green- 
peace Executive Director Jennifer Mor- 
gan said U.S. (and Communist Chinese) 
negotiators had been “constructive” 
throughout the negotiations. 

THE NEw AMERICAN reached out to the 
U.S. State Department’s climate section to 
find out what was going on. A spokesper- 
son for the department provided a state- 
ment that said very little. “The United 
States supports a balanced approach to 
promote economic growth and energy se- 
curity and access while protecting the en- 
vironment,” the spokesperson said, tout- 
ing falling U.S. CO, emissions and new 


technology that allows Americans to emit 
less CO) into the atmosphere. 

On the Paris Agreement, the spokesper- 
son said the administration’s position was 
unchanged. “The President announced 
that the United States intends to withdraw 
from the Paris Agreement absent the iden- 
tification of terms of participation that are 
more favorable to the American people,” 
the spokesperson said. “The United States 
is participating in ongoing negotiations, 
including those related to the Paris Agree- 
ment, at the COP in order to ensure a level 
playing field that benefits and protects 
U.S. interests.” It was not immediately 
clear which U.S. interests were protected 
by participating. 

The State Department concluded by 
touting U.S. efforts to provide “afford- 
able, abundant, and secure energy to our 
citizens.” The U.S. approach to “address- 
ing climate change,” the statement con- 
tinued, “has unburdened communities, 
individuals, and industries by allowing 
them to develop and implement policies 
that fit their needs.” The spokesperson 
wrapped up by celebrating declining U.S. 
CO, emissions — as if there were some- 
thing wrong with emissions of the gas of 
life — while highlighting the progress of 
American energy in creating domestic 
jobs and supporting overseas opportuni- 
ties for U.S. firms. 

During his own speech to the Katowice 
attendees, former Vice President Al Gore 
suggested it was against U.S. law and in- 
ternational law for the U.S. government 
to withdraw from the Paris Agreement 
until after the next election. Of course, 
that is ludicrous. Obama’s “executive 
agreement” was never ratified, and it is 
unconstitutional on its face. Therefore, it 
is not binding on America. “But if there 
is a new president after the next elec- 
tion — excuse me for a moment (solicits 
applause) — we can give notice and be 
right back in,” Gore declared, touting the 
“We’re Still In” movement of states and 
cities vowing to comply with the Paris 
Agreement. Who will get the last laugh 
remains to be seen. 

In the meantime, though, humanity 
will continue to suffer from unnecessary 
poverty while globalists, dictators, and 
their cronies make a killing. COP25 is 
set to take place in Chile in September 
of 2019. 
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The United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change claimed that if the 
world does not drastically reduce CO, use immediately, in 12 years doom happens. 


by Alex Newman 


he United Nations Intergovernmen- 
tal Panel on Climate Change (UN 
IPCC) released its latest prophe- 
cies of doom, warning once again that if 
humanity does not quickly surrender free- 
dom and prosperity, Armageddon is just 12 
years away. The “fake news” media was 
more than happy to hype the supposed ex- 
istential threat. Fortunately, the latest UN 
pseudo-science report is just as ludicrous as 
the previous ones, if not more so, say repu- 
table scientists and experts from around 
the world. But that did not stop tyrants 
and governments assembled last month in 
Poland for the UN COP24 “climate” sum- 
mit from demanding ever more money and 
centralized government to “save” you from 
your “carbon footprint.” 

The latest UN IPCC report, released on 
October 8, demands “rapid, far-reaching 
and unprecedented changes in all aspects 
of society” if the world hopes to avoid the 
wrath of the climate gods over its carbon 
dioxide-emission sins. In fact, by 2030, 
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according to the UN “Special Report 15” 
(SR15), the planet may become 2.7 degrees 
Fahrenheit warmer than “pre-industrial 
levels.” And that could lead to disasters of 
biblical proportions, the UN warned, with- 
out noting that the world has been warmer 
than that at many points in its history — 
and it was quite pleasant. “One of the key 
messages that comes out very strongly 
from this report is that we are already see- 
ing the consequences of | degree Celsius 
of global warming,” claimed Communist 
Chinese “scientist” Panmao Zhai, co-chair 
of the UN IPCC Working Group I. 

The solution, though, is simple: Give 
the UN and its more-oppressive member 
regimes much more money and power. A 
“carbon tax” of $5,500 per ton of carbon by 
2030, and $27,000 per ton by 2100, should 
help, the UN said, demanding frillions in 
new annual spending. (To put this in per- 
spective, this would be equivalent to $49 
and up to $240 of taxes for every gallon of 
gasoline burned!) And, you’ll have to give 
up much more of your freedom, of course. 
Interestingly, those were the same basic 


Power plants across the Western world are 
being shut down at great expense to citizens 
under the guise of dealing with alleged man- 
made global warming. 


solutions offered to deal with the global- 
cooling hysteria of decades ago — that and 
“melting the Arctic ice cap by covering it 
with black soot,” as Newsweek put it, cit- 
ing climate experts, in an April 28, 1975, 
article. More recently, prophets of climate 
doom such as Al Gore have repeatedly 
warned that global warming was going to 
melt the Arctic ice cap within some number 
of years. And just as the global-cooling the- 
orists of yesteryear, they have been consis- 
tently and spectacularly wrong about that, 
and virtually everything else. 

But this time, it did not take long for 
serious scientists and experts to debunk 
the latest round of UN fear-mongering in 
SRI15. One of the many groups of scien- 
tists to speak out was the Canada-based 
nonprofit organization known as Friends 
of Science. In a report headlined “Faulty 
Premises = Poor Public Policy on Cli- 
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mate,” the group systematically disman- 
tled the claims and demands made by the 
UN in its report. Indeed, the organization, 
which brings together earth, atmospheric, 
and solar scientists as well as engineers, 
argued that the public is being “misled.” 
After reviewing the literature and evi- 
dence, the group concluded that the sun 
is the main driver of climate change, not 
COs, as claimed by the UN. 

Among other concerns with the UN 
IPCC SRI5 report, the experts noted 
that all of the climate models used by the 
IPCC run “too hot” versus the real-world 
observations. “The computer simulations 
project future warming (thus being the 
rationale for global warming climate poli- 
cies) show significantly higher tempera- 
tures than what is being observed,” they 
explained in the executive summary. “This 
suggests that most climate models ascribe 
too great an effect of warming (climate 
sensitivity) to carbon dioxide. This means 
the climate models should not be used to 
set public policy.” The report also noted 
that there is no clear evidence that any 
warming or climate changes are caused 
by human use of fossil fuels. 

Speaking on the scary sea-level claims, 
which are being used to frighten coastal 
populations around the world, leading sea- 
level expert Dr. Nils-Axel MGrner, a for- 
mer IPCC editor and retired chairman of 
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the geophysics department at Stockholm 
University, blasted the UN and the press 
for parroting its claims. “All talk about a 
disastrous sea level rise by 2100 is noth- 
ing but scaremongering and deliberate ha- 
rassment of the public by the IPCC (2013, 
2018) and its media proponents,” he said, 
calling the claim of rapid sea-level rise 
a “serious mistake.” In a previous inter- 
view with THE NEW AMERICAN, MO6rner 
said that he warned the UN IPCC about 
the problems in its reports, but it refused 
to correct the flaws. And so, he resigned 
from his senior position on the UN panel. 
In the abstract of his new study, pub- 
lished on November 5 in the Journal of 
Environmental Sciences, Morner highlights 
the observation data and concludes that the 
UN fear-mongering is totally off base. “Ob- 
servationally based facts document a pres- 
ent change in absolute (eustatic) sea level 
ranging between +0.0 and +1.0 mm/yr,” 
said the scientist, who has been monitoring 
sea levels around the world for decades and 
is widely regarded as one of the world’s top 
experts in the field. “This poses no threats 
whatsoever. In New York City, sea level 
is rising at a rate of +2.84 mm/yr, which 
would imply an additional rise in sea level 
by 23.3 cm by 2100, a modest rise that can 
be handled without problems.” 
Responding to the latest UN report, 
former Harvard University physicist 
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Changes: The UN now claims melting ice will cause catastrophe, though just a few decades ago 
global-cooling alarmists said governments had to melt the Arctic ice cap by covering it with black soot. 
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Dr. Lubos Motl could barely contain 
his disgust. “There’s absolutely no true, 
useful, or original content in this stuff,” 
he said, calling the report “garbage” that 
nobody even reads. “Almost identical 
predictions have been proven incorrect 
hundreds of times.... We’ve been bom- 
barded by effectively equivalent garbage 
hundreds of times, the specifics of the 
newest report are completely irrelevant 
and uncorrelated with any events, in- 
sights, or new scientific evidence. All 
this fearmongering is just a random mu- 
tation of nonsense that everyone has seen 
many times, with some completely irrel- 
evant and random new noise.... Climate 
fearmongers, you’ve become some of the 
most dishonest as well as useless people 
in the Earth’s history.” 

MIT Meteorology Professor Emeritus 
Richard Lindzen, meanwhile, blasted UN 
fearmongering in the report as “implausible 
conjecture backed by false evidence and 
repeated incessantly.” Rather than saving 
humanity, it is all aimed at “the overturn of 
industrial civilization,” he said. In his Lon- 
don speech, the highly respected meteorolo- 
gist warned that the UN’s lies and scientists’ 
willingness to keep quiet about them was 
likely to seriously reduce public trust in and 
support for science. “Perhaps this won’t be 
such a bad thing after all — certainly as 
concerns ‘official’ science,” he added. The 
professor has long ridiculed the man-made 
global-warming alarmists as a “cult” be- 
cause they refuse to accept the evidence de- 
bunking their hysteria and pseudo-science. 

Shortly before the UN IPCC’s SR15 
was released, the Nongovernmental In- 
ternational Panel on Climate Change 
(NIPCC) released its “Climate Change 
Reconsidered II: Fossil Fuels” report. 
Among other findings used to pour cold 
water on the UN’s hot air, the 117 sci- 
entists and experts behind the report as- 
sessed the actual costs and benefits to hu- 
manity of using fossil fuels. Spoiler alert: 
Fossil fuels, as they are called, have been 
an incredible boon for humanity, at least 
if one values life and human well-being. 
Previous reports by the NIPCC have de- 
bunked many of the other key claims un- 
derpinning the UN hysteria. And yet the 
UN continues to shriek louder and louder 
without ever addressing any of the obvi- 
ous problems with its science, methods, 
claims, demands, and so on. 
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It’s not good? The widely ridiculed report from the United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change (IPCC) gives dire warnings about what happens if temperatures rise slightly. 


Meanwhile, the first-ever audit of the 
global temperature data, done earlier this 
year by Dr. John McLean, revealed that 
the primary dataset relied upon to make 
all these predictions is not just flawed, it 
is an absolute disaster. Among the hun- 
dreds of errors are towns where recorded 
temperatures are literally listed as boiling. 
One site in Colombia had data purporting 
to show three months of temperatures over 
175° Fahrenheit, an obvious impossibility. 
Overall, the audit found more than 70 dif- 
ferent sorts of problems in the data — data 
that has resulted in trillions of dollars in 
spending and is being used to justify many 
trillions more. 

“T was aghast to find that nothing 
was done to remove absurd values,” ex- 
plained Australian climate-data researcher 
McLean, who first identified the problems 
in a report released last month. “The whole 
approach to the dataset’s creation is care- 
less and amateur, about the standard of a 
first-year university student.” Dr. McLean 
also uncovered — surprise — “data that 
has been incorrectly adjusted in a way that 
exaggerates warming.” And that is just the 
start of it. And yet, this is the data being 
relied upon to con humanity out of more 
liberty and money under the guise of sav- 
ing the “climate” from the gas exhaled by 
human beings and all other animals. 

Even Copenhagen Consensus Center 
Director Bjorn Lomborg, who accepts the 
UN’s man-made warming premises and 
its ludicrous numbers, nevertheless point- 
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ed out the absurdity of transforming the 
global economy in response to the UN’s 
prophecies. The IPCC’s latest analysis esti- 
mated that if nothing is done about climate 
change, humanity would face the equiva- 
lent of a per-capita income reduction of 
between 0.2 and two percent 50 years from 
now. “By then, developing world incomes 
will have increased by 400 percent to 500 
percent or even more,” he said, adding that 
the number of people killed by climate di- 
sasters around the world is down 95 percent 
over the last century. 

The UN’s “Paris Agreement,” a pseu- 
do-treaty signed by Obama that Trump 
announced the U.S. government would 
withdraw from, is “an incredibly expen- 
sive way of helping very little,” contin- 
ued Lomborg, who has earned the un- 
dying hostility of the climate-alarmism 
industry merely for crunching the official 
numbers and exposing the absurdity of it 
all. “Those using the latest IPCC report to 
call for bigger political promises miss the 
point by a mile.” Instead, the resources 
that would have been wasted on enforc- 
ing the UN’s Paris scheme could be used 
to “make everyone more resilient and 
prosperous,” he added. Ironically, even 
the UN admitted that the Paris Agree- 
ment, which has not been ratified by the 
U.S. Senate, would be useless. 

The Trump administration expressed 
similar concerns after seeing the UN IPCC 
report’s “Summary for Policymakers” 
(SPM). “The SPM narrative fails to com- 


municate the scale of the global techno- 
logical and economic challenge to meet 
the 1.5C objective,” the U.S. government 
wrote in its response to the hysteria. “The 
SPM implies that these challenges will be 
minor and any trade-offs easily resolved, 
whereas the underlying report and the pub- 
lished literature clearly demonstrate the 
scope and depth of these barriers to limit- 
ing emissions consistent with 1.5C.” 

The administration also blew up the 
underlying scam supporting the UN’s de- 
mands by highlighting some inconvenient 
truths — namely, the fact that the “climate 
models” used by the UN have been consis- 
tently and overwhelmingly wrong. “There 
is no discussion — or a summary thereof 
— in the SPM regarding the credibility 
of models (or methodologies) used in the 
report to project future impacts,” the U.S. 
government response continued. Indeed, 
“most” of the climate models have been 
incorrect, the officials said, perhaps trying 
to be diplomatic. In reality, they have all 
been wrong, and all in the same direction 
— something that the laws of probability 
would suggest is highly suspicious. 

Beyond the fearmongering of pseu- 
do-scientists, top Deep State globalists 
jumped on the bandwagon to promote 
geoengineering — the manipulation 
of the Earth by humans. “Nothing sug- 
gests the world will come close to meet- 
ing this goal on climate change,” wrote 
Richard N. Haass, president of the global 
government-promoting Council on For- 
eign Relations, on social media after the 
report was released. “There is no U.S. 
leadership, and the phrase ‘international 
community’ is more rhetoric than reality. 
We'd better set aside $ for adaptation and 
accelerate R&D on geoengineering.” 

Of course, giving the same globalist 
Deep State behind the man-made global- 
warming hoax permission to “geoengi- 
neer” the planet would be dumber than 
believing their latest UN fearmongering. 
But the fact that Haass and his cohorts are 
not optimistic about the success of their 
hoax is certainly good news for humanity. 
Indeed, countless analysts have now sug- 
gested that the climate scam is essentially 
finished as far as credibility is concerned 
— even if many of its tax-funded promot- 
ers do not yet realize it. Some polls sug- 
gest the scam is dying, too. However, the 
threat remains. Hi 
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Say what? The federal bureaucracy issued a widely ridiculed climate report warning of more 
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hurricanes owing to more COs, even as the number and intensity of hurricanes falls or remains flat. 


by Alex Newman 


hat President Donald Trump 
has ridiculed as the “global- 
warming hoax” is not dead yet 


— at least not in the bowels of the federal 
bureaucracies. The latest round of climate- 
change alarmism by Obama appointees 
and left-wing bureaucrats in the federal 
government began in November of last 
year with the release of the fourth Nation- 
al Climate Assessment (NCA) by the U.S. 
Global Change Research Program (US- 
GCRP). However, scientists around the 
world have been ridiculing the debunked 
document as unhinged cherry-picking and 
embarrassing fearmongering. Even Presi- 
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dent Trump, who is ostensibly in charge of 
the executive branch that produced the lat- 
est prophecies of climate doom, has been 
poking fun at the global-warming alarm- 
ists and their failed predictions. 

Still, for the estimated six percent of 
Americans who still believe the establish- 
ment media, it is easy to understand why 
they may believe that a global-warming 
apocalypse is just around the corner. If 
they refuse to surrender more money and 
freedom to centralized government, the 
propaganda machine is arguing, certain 
catastrophe awaits. Citing the new fed- 
eral report, the “fake news” media has 
been uncritically parroting the debunked 
claims as if they were gospel truth. CNN, 


among the worst offenders, headlined its 
“story” thus: “Climate change will shrink 
US economy and kill thousands, govern- 
ment report warns.” Of course, there 
have been zero mentions in CNN or the 
establishment press of the decades-long 
pattern of climate predictions being de- 
bunked by reality. 

According to the new and improved 
climate report, created by a coalition 
of some 13 federal bureaucracies, man- 
made global-warming is real, and it is all 
your fault. And if you refuse to repent of 
your carbon-emission sins by giving the 
government much more money and much 
more power over your life, the economy 
and the environment will be laid waste. 
Some 10 percent could be shaved off of 
GDP by the end of the century, the report 
claimed. Hurricanes, wildfires, droughts, 
tornadoes, and all sorts of other disasters 
of biblical proportions will also suppos- 
edly increase if people continue to use 
reliable and cost-effective coal and oil 
as energy without bowing down to the 
climate dogma and the associated car- 
bon taxes. Ironically, the report ignored 
decreasing hurricanes, record cold, and 
a historic drop in temperatures over the 
last two years. 

But that should not be surprising. The 
federal bureaucrats who produced the 
report are overwhelmingly statists, with 
some 95 percent of campaign contribu- 
tions from federal workers going to the 
Hillary Clinton camp in the 2016 presi- 
dential election. Still, the White House 
noted that this latest NCA report was 
“largely based on the most extreme sce- 
nario” of potential global warming. Fu- 
ture assessments will be more balanced, 
officials added. Indeed, more than a few 
critics seized on the fact that the report 
relied on the United Nations’ most alarm- 
ist scenario known as RCP8.5 — one so 
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ludicrous that even the UN is now back- 
ing away from it — to formulate its 
prophecies. Even believers in the man- 
made warming hypothesis were shocked 
at the dishonesty. 

University of Colorado Professor Roger 
Pielke, Jr., for example, who believes in 
the anthropogenic global-warming hy- 
pothesis, blasted the latest federal report, 
saying it was so bad it would make it 
easier for people to dismiss future climate 
studies based in reality. “By presenting 
cherry-picked science, at odds with Na- 
tional Climate Assessment Volume | and 
IPCC Assessment Report 5, the authors of 
NCA Volume 2 have given a big fat gift to 
anyone who wants to dismiss climate sci- 
ence and policy,” the professor warned on 
social media after the report was released. 
“Embarrassing.” People are “not dumb,” 
he added, suggesting the public would see 
through the fraud. 

Among other concerns, Pielke noted 
that the claim of 10-percent 
damage to U.S. GDP comes 
from an outlandish study funded 
by extremist carbon billionaire 
Tom Steyer, who earned a for- 
tune on coal in China and now 
profits on “green” investments 
while hyping climate change to 
manipulate government policy. 
It is based on a 15-degree tem- 
perature increase, which is two 
times higher than even the most 
extreme numbers reported else- 
where in the NCA report itself. 
“Shouldn’t such an outlandish, 
outlier conclusion [have] been 
caught in the review process?” 
Pielke wondered in a tweet. “Not 
a good look that sole review edi- 
tor for this chapter is an alum of 
the [far-left] Center for American 
Progress ... which is funded by 
Tom Steyer. Even rudimentary 
attention to COI [conflict of in- 
terest] would have avoided this.” 
Interestingly, the outrageous 
claim exposed by Pielke is one 
of the key talking points hyped 
by the establishment press. 

Skeptics of the alarmism 
were even less impressed with 
the NCA’s pseudo-science. The 
Heartland Institute, which has 
been at the forefront of scientifi- 
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cally exposing the lies and deception in 
the official alarmism, said the new report 
was more of the same, “except for even 
greater exaggeration, worse science, and 
added interference in the political process 
by unelected, self-serving bureaucrats.” 
The institute has published some 4,000 
pages in the Climate Change Recon- 
sidered series by the Nongovernmental 
International Panel on Climate Change 
(NIPCC). Those reports cite many hun- 
dreds of peer-reviewed scientific papers 
debunking every conclusion in the new 
NCA report, but which are conveniently 
ignored by alarmists. 

“This report from the climate alarm- 
ist Deep State in our government is even 
more hysterical than some United Nations 
reports,” noted Dr. Tim Huelskamp, presi- 
dent and CEO of the Heartland Institute. 
“The idea that global temperatures could 
rise as much as 12 degrees in the next 80 
years is absurd and not a shred of actual 


Not a “yes” man: President Donald Trump’s climate advisor, Dr. 
William Happer of Princeton, has long criticized global-warming 
alarmists for pseudo-scientific fearmongering and dishonesty. 


data and observation supports that. And as 
noted in Climate Change Reconsidered, 
sea levels have not been rising at an ac- 
celerated rate, and global temperatures 
have stayed largely the same for much of 
the last 20 years. President Trump was re- 
quired by law to release this report, but he 
is not required to take it seriously — and 
he surely will not. To do so would under- 
mine his sensible, deregulatory agenda 
and restart the war on fossil fuels.” 

Dr. Jay Lehr, a hydrologist and the 
institute’s science director, was even 
more blunt, saying he had “never seen 
such blatantly absurd conclusions drawn 
entirely from mathematical models that 
use only a limited number of variables.” 
Blasting the “shoddy science by Obama- 
era appointees,” Dr. Lehr said the real 
purpose of the report was to produce a 
“preordained political outcome that puts 
more power and money in the hands of 
the United Nations.” However, the physi- 
cal evidence in the real world 
“proves conclusively” that the 
prophecies of climate doom are 
wrong: Sea level is not rising 
at increased levels, the num- 
ber and strength of hurricanes 
is decreasing, as are tornadoes, 
floods, and forest fires. 

“In fact, there is no evidence 
that further increases in carbon 
dioxide emissions will have any 
deleterious effect on the planet 
or its temperature,” explained 
Lehr, who worked with 18 other 
scientists to critique the previ- 
ous NCA report released last 
year. “This report is a scientific 
embarrassment. Not only does it 
rely on computer models to pre- 
dict the climate through the end 
of the century, it relies on com- 
puter models from five years 
ago that have been laughably 
wrong, failing to get even close 
to reality since 2013. Happily, 
President Trump has on his ad- 
visory staff Dr. William Happer, 
who knows how flawed these 
models are and will advise the 
president to not base a single as- 
pect of U.S. policy upon them.” 

Environmentalists were out- 
raged at the NCA deception, 
too. Greenpeace co-founder Dr. 
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Patrick Moore, for instance, was among 
the many prominent experts to ridicule 
the latest round of agenda-driven federal 
fear-mongering. “The science must be ad- 
dressed head-on. If POTUS has his rea- 
sons for letting this Obama-era committee 
continue to peddle tripe I wish he would 
tell us what they are,” Moore told Climate 
Depot. “This new federal climate report 
even flies in the face of the UNIPCC 
admission that there is no evidence of a 
connection between AGW (anthropogen- 
ic global warming) and extreme weather. 
[Fringe climate alarmist] Ms. [Katharine] 
Hayhoe reigns supreme. Very worrying.” 

Also blasting the new NCA report was 
the Science and Environmental Policy 
Project, or SEPP. “History is to be for- 
gotten,” the prestigious group of scien- 
tists and experts noted in its critique of 
the new report, citing the report’s own 
outlandish summary. “In short, physi- 
cal evidence cannot contradict USGCRP 
projections / predictions. The USGCRP 
created an illusory climate using complex 
climate models without a physical basis. 
As such, the entire 1100-page report can 
be viewed as an assembly of prophecies 
that may or may not occur in the next 25 
to 100 years — no contradictory evidence 
needed. Only the evidence presented in 
the USGCRP report is valid.... This at- 
titude reflects the status of science in the 
parts of the 13 federal government agen- 
cies that participated in the report.” 

Much of the new report is simply 
“vague and unsubstantiated” rambling. 
However, SEPP noted that there are sec- 
tions within the document where the 
prophecies can be tested against real- 
ity and hard evidence. “Probably the 
most glaring deficiency, which goes to 
the overall competence of the report, is 
in the Agriculture section, apparently 
signed-off by the Department of Agricul- 
ture,” the group said. While the report 
prophesies that agricultural yields will 
decrease as a result of “climate change,” 
in reality, U.S. crop yields are “growing 
significantly.” This is true all over the 
world, including in the tropics, which 
are significantly warmer than the United 
States. Ironically, some of the greatest 
gains in agricultural productivity have 
come from some of the warmest places, 
such as Brazil, the group found. 

But the shoddy science and reliance 
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Already going green: The federal report claims crops will be negatively affected by CO» increases 
and global warming, even though increased CO, and warmer weather actually help to increase 


agricultural yields. 


on hype and fear over facts and evidence 
was to be expected, critics said. Many 
of the “experts” who worked on the re- 
port and were later interviewed by the 
establishment media to hype its findings 
were political appointees put in place by 
Obama, a fervent devotee to what top 
scientists such as MIT meteorologist 
Richard Lindzen have referred to as the 
climate “cult.” Interestingly, the first Na- 
tional Climate Assessment produced by 
the federal government had the dubious 
distinction of being the first government 
report to ever be considered deficient 
under the federal government’s own Data 
Quality Act. According to SEPP, the lat- 
est report similarly flunks based on the 
government’s own standards. 

On the other hand, globalists and 
alarmists incessantly hyped the alleged 
threat from emissions of CO), a gas ex- 
haled by human beings that is known to 
real scientists as the “gas of life.” None 
mentioned that human emissions of this 
essential gas make up a fraction of one 
percent of all greenhouse gases present 
naturally in the atmosphere. Instead, 
they focused on fear-mongering. Presi- 
dent Richard Haass with the global gov- 
ernment-promoting Council on Foreign 
Relations, for example, claimed “climate 
change” could be a bigger threat to Amer- 


ican well-being than China, terrorism, or 
nuclear weapons. “Those denying the sci- 
ence are unilaterally disarming in the face 
of this threat,” he said, without specifying 
which actual “science” he may have been 
referring to. Discredited alarmists who 
have been making failed predictions for 
decades were also trotted out by the press 
after the report to offer more predictions 
of climate doom. 

The new NCA report comes on the 
heels of a UN Intergovernmental Panel 
on Climate Change report that was sup- 
posed to serve a similar purpose: Give 
the gullible media more fodder to whip 
up fear among “news” consumers ahead 
of the UN climate summit in Katowice, 
Poland, which took place last month. 
Within days of its release, that report, 
too, had been debunked and ridiculed 
by many of the world’s top experts and 
scientists, including some who worked 
with the UN! Still, the UN and the en- 
trenched Deep State in Washington, 
D.C., are hoping to use the hysteria to 
shackle the planet under a global climate 
regime. Whether they will succeed de- 
pends largely on whether Americans can 
be duped into surrendering their common 
sense, their freedom, and their money. 
Based on this report, the chances of that 
look slim — but the battle continues. 
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Less freedom. More regulation. Higher costs. Make 
no mistake: Those are the surefire consequences 
of the modern global-warming campaign waged 
by political and cultural elites. (2018, 285pp, pb, 
$19.95) BKPIGCH 
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THE DEEP STATE 


Though many Americans now acknowledge that there 
is indeed a Deep State controlling U.S. policy, they still 
don’t recognize its driving force. 
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A Century of 

Council om Foreign 
Relations Scheming 
for World Government 


In the Shadows of the Deep State: A Cen- 
tury of Council on Foreign Relations 
Scheming for World Government, by Ar- 
thur R. Thompson, Appleton, Wisconsin: 
Western Islands, 2018, 364 pages, softcover. 


by William F. Jasper 


es, Virginia, there is indeed a Deep 

y State. The orchestrated chaos sur- 
rounding the 2016 presidential 
campaign and the unprecedented, all-out 
effort of the entire American establish- 
ment — media, politicians (of both par- 
ties), Wall Street, Hollywood, academia, 
federal bureaucracy, intelligence agency 
heads — to enthrone Hillary Clinton and 
defeat Donald Trump awakened millions 
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of Americans to this fact. The ongoing, 
relentless, treasonous campaign by the 
same forces to defame, harass, hamstring, 
impede, prosecute, and impeach a duly- 
elected President Trump has confirmed 
this fact to additional millions. Yes, there 
is a Deep State, a shadowy cabal of insid- 
ers who, for decades, have been operating 
as the de facto government of the United 
States, regardless of whether Republicans 
or Democrats are in power. 

The past two years have brought forth 
a deluge of books, articles, and YouTube 
videos on the subject, dramatically in- 
creasing public awareness of the coordi- 
nated forces operating behind the scenes 
to topple the president and subvert our 
constitutional order. Unfortunately, many 
of these efforts, even while providing 
useful information, suffer from defects. 
Perhaps the most common defect is to 
identify the “Deep State” or “the Swamp” 
with former presidents Barack Obama and 
Bill Clinton, and desperately wannabe- 
president Hillary Clinton. For many of 
these analysts, the Deep State is a partisan 
thing, a creature of the Clintons, Obama, 
and the Democrats. Other Deep State crit- 
ics hit a bit closer to the mark, citing the 
entrenched power of Wall Street bankers, 
George Soros, and the military-intelli- 
gence-industrial complex. Others strike 
even closer, pointing out that it is organ- 
ized “globalists,” the “internationalists,” 
who are furiously attacking Trump. 

But, why are the globalists attacking him 
so ferociously? Because of his nationalist 
“America First” agenda, which, if faith- 
fully implemented, would upend decades 
of steady globalist plodding toward their 
vaunted “New World Order.” Who are these 
“globalists” who are so often mentioned but 


rarely named? Curiously, with few excep- 
tions, most Deep State critics fail to identify 
the key globalist members of the Deep State 
and the key organizations that have created 
its structure and planted their members in 
vital operational positions. James Comey, 
Robert Mueller, Peter Strzok, Rod Rosen- 
stein — these are merely Deep State facto- 
tums, minions, not real Deep State movers 
and shakers. Foremost by far among the or- 
ganizations most closely associated with the 
Deep State is the Council on Foreign Re- 
lations, commonly known by its members, 
friends, and foes as the CFR. As the premier 
organization promoting world government 
for the past century, the CFR has made glob- 
alism the byword that it is today. And its 
members, operating from the White House 
and top Cabinet posts, have implemented 
CFR globalist policies as our nation’s of- 
ficial policies, with the inevitable (and in- 
tended) consequence that we have become 
more and more entangled in sovereignty-de- 
stroying regional and global arrangements. 
Criticizing the Deep State while failing to 
note the CFR’s central, crucial role in this 
decades-long Deep State subversive process 
is akin to writing a supposed exposé of orga- 
nized crime in America and never mention- 
ing the Mafia! If the globalist malefactors 
remain nameless and their criminal actions 
are not specifically exposed, they have very 
little to fear from rants against the Deep 
State and globalism. 

Arthur Thompson does not hesitate to 
name names and expose the globalists’ 
criminal actions. Jn the Shadows of the 
Deep State shines a timely and much- 
needed searchlight onto, as the subtitle 
says, “A Century of Council on Foreign 
Relations Scheming for World Govern- 
ment.” However, Thompson, CEO of The 
John Birch Society, does more than merely 
chronicle the malignant influence of the 
CFR over the past 100 years. Those who 
have read his massive tome 7o the Victor 
Go the Myths & Monuments know that 
Thompson has done extensive historical 
research into the revolutionary socialist 
and communist movements of the 18th 
and 19th centuries, as well as parallel stud- 
ies of the elites who have supported these 
movements. He weaves threads of this ear- 
lier volume into this present study, dem- 
onstrating that as important as the CFR is 
currently in the globalist scheme of things, 
it is merely the publicly visible brain hub 
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of a much larger, shadowy conspiracy that 
extends back prior to the Council’s incor- 
poration in 1921. 

Many Americans became aware of the 
existence of the CFR and its place in the 
Deep State, long before the latter term was 
even coined, through the educational ef- 
forts of The John Birch Society. Among 
the books distributed by Birchers were The 
Invisible Government by Dan Smoot, The 
Naked Capitalist by W. Cleon Skousen, 
None Dare Call It Conspiracy by Gary 
Allen, The Shadows of Power by James 
Perloff, The Insiders by John F. McManus, 
and The Creature from Jekyll Island by G. 
Edward Griffin. 

In the Shadows of the Deep State not 
only covers the same important ground 
traversed by those earlier works but brings 
the story up to date, as well as provid- 
ing the important 19th-century histori- 
cal backdrop not contained in the earlier 
works mentioned above. Thompson traces 
the influences of the socialist-communist 
agents in America and Europe, as they 
labored to subvert and transform soci- 
ety into a “new world order” (the words 
used by Karl Marx and Frederick Engels) 
within the framework of the 10 planks of 
The Communist Manifesto. As Thompson 
capably demonstrates, this Marxian trans- 
formation has been aided, abetted, and di- 
rected virtually every step of the way by 
leading operatives of the Council on For- 
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eign Relations. They have been the chief 
promoters of every major push to concen- 
trate state power over every sphere of life 
— first at the national, then regional, then 
global level — whether it be education, 
healthcare, taxation, welfare, housing, 
banking, transportation, energy, trade, etc. 

Millions of Americans are angry and 
concerned over Common Core, the UN’s 
Agenda 21/Agenda 2030 program, the 
migration/refugee crisis, our broken bor- 
ders, endless no-win wars, unsustainable 
spending and our national debt abyss, 
our regulatory morass, and sovereignty- 
destroying/job-destroying trade pacts. All 
of this, and much more, Thompson shows, 
should be laid to the blame of the CFR 
“wise men” (as they refer to themselves), 
who have been the authors of and insti- 
gators of these destructive welfare state/ 
warfare state policies and programs. 

No other organization comes close to 
matching the CFR’s record for placing its 
members into the top posts of America’s 
government over the past century. Using the 
CFR’s own published membership rosters, 
Thompson lists the U.S. presidents, secre- 
taries of state, secretaries of defense, secre- 
taries of the treasury, and other Cabinet sec- 
retaries who are (or were) CFR members, 
as well as under secretaries, assistant sec- 
retaries, deputy secretaries, ambassadors, 
and other officials. Particularly important 
are the secretaries and chiefs of staff of the 
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military services and the heads of our in- 
telligence agencies who are (or have been) 
CFR members. Over the decades, the CFR 
has achieved a near lockhold on these criti- 
cal power centers as well. 

In 1975, Rear Admiral Chester Ward, 
former judge advocate general of the U.S. 
Navy and a CFR member for 16 years, 
charged that the purpose of the CFR was 
to promote “submergence of U.S. sover- 
eignty and national independence into an 
all-powerful one-world government.” The 
admiral said that “this lust to surrender 
the sovereignty and independence of the 
United States is pervasive throughout most 
of the membership, and particularly in the 
leadership.” The damning cumulative evi- 
dence, as Art Thompson’s book amply tes- 
tifies, more than bears out Admiral Ward’s 
claim. Yet, incredibly, more than 40 years 
later, the traitors he exposed (or their CFR 
successors) remain in control. That some- 
what changed with the election of Donald 
Trump — but not entirely. President Trump 
has appointed a smaller number of CFR lu- 
minaries to high official posts than have 
previous administrations. Some of them he 
has subsequently fired, but some remain. 
One of the most troubling of the CFR “re- 
mainers” is U.S. Trade Representative Rob- 
ert E. Lighthizer, the lead negotiator on the 
U.S.-Mexico-Canada Agreement, the new 
NAFTA replacement trade deal that is even 
more dangerous and potentially destructive 
than NAFTA. 

It is not an exaggeration to say that we, 
as individuals and as a nation, are locked in 
a life-and-death struggle for survival. The 
CFR Deep Staters have made it known by 
their words and actions that the New World 
Order they are trying to advance intends our 
“convergence” with Communist China and 
other totalitarian dictatorships. They have 
enormous resources and are far advanced 
on their treasonous scheme, but they are 
by no means invulnerable. However, if we 
do not take proper, informed, concerted ac- 
tion, they will succeed. Thompson shows 
that there are effective actions that every 
American can take, regardless of individu- 
al circumstance, to expose and oppose the 
Deep State plans for global tyranny. Get 
this important book, read it — and distrib- 
ute it to others. 


To order In the Shadows of the Deep State, see the 


ad on page one. 
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Stopping Eviction 
Eighty-five-year-old Gertrude Eaton be- 
lieved she was going to have to leave her 
home on Applecrest Farm Orchards, where 
she had lived for 60 years, because the prop- 
erty owners said they were being forced 
by their bank to sell the land. Thankfully, 
an anonymous donor saw to it that that 
wouldn’t happen in this incredible story out 
of Hampton Falls, New Hampshire. 

Gertrude Eaton was born in the cottage 
in which she resides because her family 
had been employees at Applecrest, Sea- 
CoastOnline.com reported. She eventu- 
ally moved back into the house with her 
husband after they were married, and con- 
tinued to work for the orchard until several 
years ago. She had been assured that she 
would be able to stay in the house for the 
rest of her life, but the orchard came upon 
tough times financially and was compelled 
to sell the land. 

Gertrude was given very short notice 
of Applecrest’s plan to sell the property. 
When the Eaton family learned that Ap- 
plecrest Farm Orchards was going to 
close on a sale of the land on October 
24, they became desperate and set up a 
GoFundMe page in the hopes of raising 
$275,000 within a two-week period so that 
they could purchase the parcel of land and 
house where Gertrude stayed to allow her 
to live out her remaining years there. 

“Gert worked many long hours at the 
farm during her life along with her husband 
and children, being paid a minimum wage 
so that she could live in the little yellow 
house on a piece of the orchard belonging 
to Applecrest,” the GoFundMe page read. 

“The short notice of Applecrest’s plan to 
sell the property, the threat of eviction, and 
the stress of losing her family home at age 
85 have taken a great emotional toll on an 
elderly woman who had expected to live 
out her years in peace,” the page added. 

Nearly $5,000 had been raised through 
the fundraising page when an anonymous 
donor reached out to the family directly 
and offered to cover the entire cost. 

“Thanks to an anonymous party that 
has purchased the property, Gert will be 
allowed to stay in her family home for the 
rest of her life,” the page announced on 
October 27. “This is truly a miracle and 
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proof that there are amazing and generous 
people in the world!!” 

The identity of the donor will be made 
public once the sale is documented in town 
records, but the donor requested to remain 
anonymous for as long as possible. 

The family has asked the donors of the 
$5,000 if they would like to have their dona- 
tions refunded of if they would prefer to have 
the funds used to cover Gert’s expenses. 


From 0 to 100 


When a 12-year-old’s classmates rejected 
his invitation to attend his birthday party, a 
local community in Spokane, Washington, 
came through to make sure the young man 
had a birthday he’d never forget. 

It all started when the boy’s mother 
struck up a friendship with a man named 
Mike Ellis on World Homeless Day two 
years ago, Yahoo Lifestyle reported. Her 
story was a sad one, as she had escaped do- 
mestic violence and was forced to take her 
two young sons into shelters in Spokane be- 
fore she was able to finally secure a job and 
an apartment. (The mother and her children 
are unnamed in this story.) 

Fast forward to September 29, 2018, 
when Ellis posted on his Facebook page 
that the 12-year-old invited his new class- 
mates to his October birthday party and that 
they had all declined. Feeling dejected, the 
boy gave up on the notion of a party. 

Ellis and his wife, Dianah, decided that 
they would plan a special birthday party 
for the young man. They took to Facebook 
to appeal to the local community, family, 
and friends: 


We know a special boy. He has been 
in anew school for a couple of weeks. 
He invited classmates to his birthday 
party and they have all said they are 
NOT coming. How many [of] our 
Facebook friends would come to a 
birthday party for this young man? 
Due to the response from classmates, 
he has given up on having a party. We 
are hoping to change his mind. 


The Ellis family decided to host a birth- 
day party for the boy on October 28 at a 
local restaurant. They even rented a party 


bus to get the boy and his family to his 
party, which was attended by approxi- 
mately 100 people. 

“The majority of the people there had 
never met the mom, had never met the 
boy, had never seen them or knew who 
they were until [Sunday]. And they were 
just touched by the story,” Ellis says. “The 
reason why so many people responded 
was because they either were that boy, or 
knew somebody like that boy.” 

According to Yahoo, people reached out 
to offer their services and goodies, includ- 
ing a venue, cupcakes, and new sneakers, 
as requested on the boy’s birthday wish list. 

The boy and his family were astounded 
by the show of support from people whom 
they had never met. “They were over- 
whelmed, overjoyed, they were absolutely 
blown away by it,” Ellis said. “I really be- 
lieve that yesterday changed the lives of 
the mom and those two boys.” 

The story proves that generosity begets 
generosity. On October 29, the boy’s moth- 
er sent Ellis a text message that read, “This 
is how kindness is contagious Mike...My 
kiddo...is taking the left over cupcakes to 
school tomorrow to share with his class- 
mates. See the ripple starting? Kindness 
breeds kindness.” 

Though the young man’s classmates re- 
jected him, he intends to continue to show 
them kindness and good will. 


Simple, but Unforgettable 


Simple acts of kindness go a long way. 
Summerville, South Carolina, police of- 
ficer T. Bilancione was driving in his pa- 
trol vehicle at the end of October when he 
noticed a young boy throwing a football to 
himself in his front yard. The officer stopped 
the car and offered to toss the football with 
the boy for a few moments, a scene captured 
on a surveillance camera, MSN reported. 
When the boy’s parents saw the video, 
they immediately reached out to the police 
department to praise the officer. “My son 
was throwing the football up to himself 
in the yard and your officer noticed and 
stopped to play for a couple minutes,” they 
wrote. “This made my sons day and I want- 
ed this officer to know.... he rocks!!!" Hi 
— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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The confirmation hearings of Judge Brett Kavanaugh 
were embarrassing spectacles, with repeated lies by 
liberals, but don’t expect that smear to be the last one. 


by R. Cort Kirkwood 


Te tendentious headlines over Jen- 
nifer Weiner’s op-ed in the New 
York Times obviated further reading: 
“How Do I Explain Justice Kavanaugh to 
My Daughters? The spectacle of this con- 
firmation has reminded us that to many 
people, women’s suffering is a joke.” 

Of course, the confirmation hearings 
for Associate Justice Brett Kavanaugh 
provided no proof that a woman ever 
suffered anything at his hands, despite 
the myriad allegations, and now that the 
feculent affair is past, it’s time for an hon- 
est review. Weiner’s hysterical howl is a 
good place start. 

It was a furious rant from an angry 
woman who, unlike Salome, is upset she 
didn’t get the man’s head on a dish: 


What am I supposed to tell my 
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daughters about all of this? 
Of course, I already know. I’ve been 
talking to them about it for years. Be 
aware of your surroundings. Make 
sure someone knows where you are, 
and when to expect you back. Dont 
drink too much. Dont put your drink 
down. Dont walk or run or bike the 
same route. Dont stay out too late. 
Don t walk alone in the dark. Ifa guy 
asks you out and youre not interest- 
ed, dont hurt his feelings, and dont 
laugh at him, because a humiliated 
man is an angry man, and, some- 
times, angry men hurt women. 


Weiner’s assumption is, of course, that 
Kavanaugh is guilty of the crimes of 
which he was accused, with zero evidence 
and zero corroborating witnesses. Indeed, 
we now know that the women probably 
lied. But that truth must be ignored and, 
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Targeted: Before he was confirmed, U.S. 
Supreme Court Justice Brett Kavanaugh 
became the latest in a long line of 
conservatives and Republicans smeared with 
baseless charges. 


according to Weiner and the sisterhood, 
Kavanaugh had to be guilty. 

He had to be guilty because we must 
“believe women.” Nothing else matters. 
Not Christine Blasey Ford’s fishy, shift- 
ing accounts of Kavanaugh’s rape at- 
tempt. Not her lie about fear of flying. 
Not her remarkable inability to remem- 
ber important details, despite her infal- 
lible, highly developed hippocampus. 
Not her own witnesses who denied her 
account. Not Debbie Ramirez’s confes- 
sion that she was soaked like a Martini 
olive at the college party where Kavana- 
ugh supposedly exposed himself to her. 
Not Ramirez’s contacting classmates 
to help her remember the Night of the 
Waving Weiner. Not Julie Swetnick’s 
preposterous claim that Kavanaugh, as 
a high-school student, supposedly at- 
tended drug- and alcohol-fueled gang 
rape parties, where he was an enthusias- 
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Making a hero into a zero: Charles Lindbergh, Jr., one of the most beloved Americans after his 
solo flight across the Atlantic, was smeared as a Nazi and anti-Semite because he opposed entry 


into World War II. 


tic participant. Not Swetnick’s admission 
that she repeatedly returned to these par- 
ties knowing what went on. Not Swet- 
nick’s retraction of her claim. Not the 
classmates, friends, and acquaintances 
of these three who said they had no idea 
what those women were talking about. 
Not Judy Munro-Leighton’s confession 
that she, too, lied to the committee when 
she said Kavanaugh raped her. And not, 
finally, the committee’s revelations that 
two men confessed to attacking Ford, 
and that another young man at Yale was 
most likely the culprit — a yearbook 
photo shows him exposing himself to the 
photographer — who flashed Ramirez. 
Swetnick and her attorney, porn lawyer 
Michael Avenatti, by the way, are now 
accused themselves. Senate Judiciary 
Committee Chairman Chuck Grassley has 
asked the FBI to investigate their “materi- 


ally false” statements. Likewise for Mun- 
ro-Leighton. 

So what the Kavanaugh affair really 
shows is that we don’t have to “believe 
women.” And for a very good reason. 
They often lie. They often lie about rape. 
And other things. Just like men do. And 
everyone knows it, including the sister- 
hood’s harpies who claim women don’t 
lie. No one believes that, including the 
Democrats who, inquiring about Kava- 
naugh’s yearbook and bibulous years, 
turned what should have been a routine 
confirmation into an embarrassing dis- 
cussion of flatulence and other distasteful 
bodily functions. But that obvious truth, 
examined at length in two pieces for the 
November 5 print edition of THE NEw 
AMERICAN, isn’t the point. 

Rather, it’s this: The Kavanaugh smear 
is just one in the long roll of character as- 


Indeed, we now know that the women probably lied. But that truth 
must be ignored and, according to Weiner and the sisterhood, 


Kavanaugh had to be guilty. 
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sassinations of conservatives that began 
in the 1940s. The following examples are 
illustrative, but not, of course, exhaustive. 


A Brief History 

of the Smear 

Let’s start with the smear job on Charles 
Lindbergh, Jr., an American hero because 
of his solo flight across the Atlantic, but 
who opposed our entry into what would 
become World War I. That made him a 
dangerous man to socialist Franklin Del- 
ano Roosevelt, who was itching to get 
the United States into the war to save his 
ideological pal Joseph Stalin. The Soviet 
tyrant could not, without help, prevail 
in a two-front war against the Germans 
and Japanese. Lindbergh was leading the 
anti-war America First movement and 
thus had to be neutralized. And so FDR 
and his smearbund labeled Lindbergh 
an anti-Semite because he claimed, in a 
now notorious speech, that Jews influ- 
enced American policy. Yet, as John J. 
Dwyer noted in his long piece for THE 
NEw AMERICAN in 2014, citing historian 
James P. Duffy, Lindbergh sympathized 
with America’s Jews. Lindbergh, a Jew- 
ish friend said, “has never had the slight- 
est anti-Semitic feeling” and denounced 
the persecution of Jews in the very same 
speech that invited the allegations of an- 
ti-Semitism. Lindbergh, who had been 
called a “coward,” also flew combat mis- 
sions in the Pacific. But today, we are 
falsely told that Lindbergh was a rabid 
anti-Semite. 

Fifteen or so years later, Republican 
Senator Joe McCarthy began a fight 
against communists in government. He 
claimed Reds had infiltrated its highest 
levels. Of course, he was right. Stalin’s 
agents surrounded FDR and had thor- 
oughly penetrated the federal govern- 
ment, as M. Stanton Evans demonstrated 
in two books on the subject that cited the 
Venona papers and documents unearthed 
from Soviet intelligence. The Left and 
its allies in the media, at the time, would 
have none of it. And so McCarthy’s pa- 
triotic endeavor became McCarthyism, 
the name now associated with baseless 
accusations. But what McCarthy claimed 
wasn’t baseless. The Left didn’t smear 
McCarthy for falsely accusing count- 
less individuals of communist ties with 
no evidence, but instead because the Left 
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knew he was right — and even admitted 
it 40 years later. While he included the 
obligatory denunciation of McCarthy, the 
late leftist scribe Nicholas von Hoffman 
put it this way: “In a global sense Mc- 
Carthy was on to something. McCarthy 
may have exaggerated the scope of the 
problem, but not by much.” McCarthy’s 
crime, the late conservative columnist 
Joe Sobran noted, was stigmatizing the 
Left. That could not be allowed, and so 
the Left destroyed McCarthy. 

During the 1964 presidential cam- 
paign, CBS leftist Daniel Schorr smeared 
Republican candidate Barry Goldwater, a 
major general in the Air Force and found- 
er of the Arizona Air National Guard, as a 
Nazi, at worst, and Nazi sympathizer, at 
best. Then leftist Bill Moyers launched 
his despicable “Daisy” ad, which sug- 
gested that Goldwater would launch a 
nuclear war. That, along with the media’s 
rendition of Goldwater’s famous line 
about “extremism in the defense of lib- 
erty,” offered a “fundamentally distorted 
picture of who Goldwater was,” liberal 
columnist David Broder admitted. Then 
the Left smeared Richard Nixon with 


the bogus charge of a secret slush fund 
when he was Dwight Eisenhower’s vice 
presidential pick. Nixon had committed 
an unpardonable sin, conservative col- 
umnist Pat Buchanan has noted. He had 
helped convict Soviet agent Alger Hiss 
for perjury. The Left called Ronald Rea- 
gan a racist because he advocated states’ 
rights in Philadelphia, Mississippi, a 
supposed dog whistle to Reagan’s racist 
supporters. And they declared President 
George H.W. Bush a racist because of 
his famous Willie Horton ad, which fea- 
tured a convicted black murderer who 
murdered again after he was freed in a 
furlough program supported by Bush’s 
opponent in 1988, Massachusetts Gover- 
nor Michael Dukakis. Then they smeared 
George W. Bush because he was, leaked 
military documents showed, a slacker in 
the military. The documents were fakes. 
The Bushes were no conservatives, but 
the Left smeared them anyway. However 
much they might surrender to left-wing 
demands, they were Republicans who 
could never surrender enough. 

Two of the worst leftist smears of the 
last 60 years were those of U.S. Supreme 


Vilified for correct claims: Senator Joe McCarthy might be the most vilified and widely 
misunderstood politician in American history. Though his charge that communists had infiltrated 
the U.S. government was true, the Left smeared him because he stigmatized leftists. 
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Court nominees Robert Bork in 1987, who 
would, we were told, kill women, and 
Clarence Thomas in 1991, who, we were 
told, was a sex predator. 

The top smearmeister on Bork? The 
perpetually drunk sex criminal, Demo- 
cratic Senator Ted Kennedy, who left a 
girl in the back seat of a car to suffo- 
cate after he sailed off Dike Bridge on 
Chappaquiddick Island. With a straight 
face, Kennedy told multiple lies about 
Bork on the Senate floor. Kennedy’s at- 
tack was worse than unconscionable. It 
was, by the lights of his Catholic faith, 
a sin: “Robert Bork’s America is a land 
in which women would be forced into 
back-alley abortions, blacks would sit at 
segregated lunch counters, rogue police 
could break down citizens’ doors in mid- 
night raids, schoolchildren could not be 
taught about evolution, writers and art- 
ists would be censored at the whim of 
government, and the doors of the federal 
courts would be shut on the fingers of 
millions of citizens for whom the judi- 
ciary is often the only protector of the 
individual rights that are the heart of our 
democracy.” 

Kennedy delivered that scurrilous at- 
tack 45 minutes after President Reagan 
nominated Bork. One example of where 
Kennedy lied? Bork supported, as City 
Journal noted, the Brown v. Board of Edu- 
cation decision that desegregated public 
schools. “Not one line of that tirade was 
true,” Bork said. Bork simply believed the 
Constitution means what it says, not what 
liberal judges say it means. 

For the smear job on Thomas, the Left 
trotted out an accuser, Anita Hill, who 
told a wild tale of sexual harassment but 
offered no proof. Like Christine Blasey 
Ford, Hill produced not a single witness 
to back up her story. Hill’s female co- 
workers vehemently denied her claims. 
The FBI thought she was lying. At least 
in that case, however, Kennedy, who had 
assaulted a waitress with accomplice Sen- 
ator Chris Dodd at the La Brasserie res- 
taurant on Capitol Hill, kept his whiskey- 
swilling pie hole shut. 

Why does the Left smear conserva- 
tives? Because it works. Oh, how it 
works. Smearing is easier than formulat- 
ing coherent policy positions. Or crafting 
principled legal arguments, for instance, 
against elevating a relatively conservative 
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Lies will set you free: Anita Hill stepped forward with evidence-free accusations against U.S. Supreme 
Court Justice Clarence Thomas. The FBI thought she lied. Nothing was proved. But Hill suffered no 
consequences, and instead became a voice of authority during the Kavanaugh smear campaign. 


judge — inside the Beltway, at least — to 
the U.S. Supreme Court. Kavanaugh eas- 
ily defeated the Democrats’ lies about his 
testimony, decisions, and legal philoso- 
phy. Because the Democrats didn’t have 
the votes to defeat him honestly, they had 
one thing left: a smear job. 

Thus came Ford, Ramirez, Swetnick, 
and the other accusers. 


What Will Happen to the Accusers? 
Sobran instructed us about the ground 
tules when the Left settles on a smear job. 
He was writing about a smear of anti-Sem- 
itism he so unjustly suffered, but it applies 
to any of the Left’s go-to accusations, rac- 
ism or sex claims in particular. 

Everyone knew what the rules would 
be when Ford stepped forward with her 
claim. Even if false, Kavanaugh could be 
ruined, and might lose a seat on the court. 
And even if false, nothing would happen 
to Ford, and she would not lose her job. 


Let’s reprise the result of Ford’s smear 
to sharpen Sobran’s point. 

The prosecutor who questioned Ford 
for the GOP members of the Senate Ju- 
diciary Committee unequivocally stated 
that Ford’s own witnesses “refuted” and 
“failed to corroborate” her account. Her 
memory about the night in question was 
flawed, as was her memory even about the 
events relative to her telling her tale pub- 
licly. And, other men, again, confessed to 
being Ford’s molester. What about Ford’s 
laughable lie that she feared flying, which 
her own travel resumé disproved? Why 
isn’t she facing perjury charges? If Ford’s 
tale is true, why did her leftist attorneys 
immediately announce that she would not 
pursue the matter and did not want Kava- 
naugh impeached? If she told the truth, 
Kavanaugh lied, and we now have a sex 
criminal on our highest court. So we just 
call it a day and move on? 

What price has Ford paid for leveling 


So what the Kavanaugh affair really shows is that we don't have to 
“believe women.” And for a very good reason. They often lie. They 
often lie about rape. And other things. Just like men do. 
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what now appear to be false charges? Her 
hometown honored her with an award. 
Her alma mater, the University of North 
Carolina, has named her a distinguished 
alumna for “speaking truth to power.” 
GoFundMe accounts raised close to a 
cool million on her behalf. And just as 
this piece went to press, we learned that 
Ford was picked to present Sports I/lus- 
trated ’s Inspiration of the Year award to 
Rachael Denhollander, who really was 
sexually abused by Larry Nassar, the 
doctor for the USA gymnastic team. 

In other words, false smears work be- 
cause, for the leftist, making them is not 
only risk-free but also profitable. 

Not one of the Democrats on the Judi- 
ciary Committee will pay a penalty for ac- 
cusing a federal judge, without evidence, 
of being a raging, out-of-control drunk 
and rapist. His anger, they said, proves 
they were right. And it proves his “judi- 
cial temperament” is lacking! Yes, a man 
accused of gang rape must sit back and 
smile. Because we must “believe women.” 

But Kavanaugh’s punishment is perma- 
nent. His reputation is eternally smeared 
because the very nature of the charges im- 
munize them from falsification. 

Look at what the Left wrote about 
Thomas as Kavanaugh fought for his 
career and reputation. The Democrats, 
leftist media, and sisterhood repeatedly 
hauled out Hill, who, not coincidentally, 
again proves Sobran’s point. Having 
falsely smeared Thomas, today she sits 
on the faculty of Brandeis University. She 
has published two books, and the New 
York Times opened its op-ed page for her 
pontifications about the Kavanaugh con- 
firmation. 

“Do you believe Anita Hill?” Senator 
Richard Blumenthal asked Kavanaugh. 
Note the slimy presumption: Hill told the 
truth. Thomas lied. 

Twenty years from now, when another 
GOP nominee sits before the committee, 
some leftist will ask, “Do you believe 
Christine Blasey Ford?” 

Kavanaugh will stand accused forever. 


The Real Issue 

Which brings up the final question. Why 
the hysteria over Kavanaugh? Answer: 
He not only might vote to overturn the 
odious Roe v. Wade decision that sanc- 
tioned the murder of 60 million unborn 
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children during the past four decades, 
but also might obstruct and perhaps even 
dismantle the Left’s iron grip on the fed- 
eral government, particularly the courts. 
Persuading the Supreme Court to side 
with the Left on any number of issues — 
guns, abortion, contraception, healthcare, 
labor laws and the environment, to name 
a few — is no longer a relative certainty. 
As well, Kavanaugh is President Trump’s 
man on the court. 

Regardless of who has been president 
or House speaker or Senate majority 
leader, the Left has controlled the gov- 
ernment since Franklin Roosevelt was 
elected in 1932. Federal bureaucrats call 
political appointees the “Christmas Help” 
for a reason. Neither Nixon, a liberal, nor 
Reagan, a conservative who governed as 
a liberal, threatened the leftist program. 
And with Barack Hussein Obama, the 
prodigy of a racist, homosexual com- 
munist, the Left believed its power was 
permanent. The election of Hillary Clin- 
ton would have cemented victory for- 
ever. Socialized medicine was only an 
election away. Offshore drilling would 
stop, preschool would be universal, and 


state colleges would be tuition-free. The 
death penalty would be abolished, mari- 
juana would be legal, and unjust and 
racist drug-crime sentencing would end. 
The LGBT movement would unleash its 
wrath on Christians: no more refusing to 
photograph or bake cakes for their nup- 
tials. All those Confederate flags would 
come down and the “racial wealth gap” 
would close. Even hate-speech laws 
might be coming. Perhaps most impor- 
tantly, the borders would stay open, and 
millions of new Democratic voters would 
continue flooding the country to forever 
dispossess the white, heterosexual Chris- 
tian man, the locus of evil on the modern 
world. They would, as an op-ed in the 
New York Times gleefully explained dur- 
ing the midterms, be replaced. 

And then the unthinkable happened: 
Donald J. Trump. And for the first time 
in a long time, if ever, leftist Deep Staters 
and their major party enablers saw their 
grasp on power slipping. No more global- 
ism. No more illegal immigration to ce- 
ment a permanent Democratic majority. 
No more endless supply of cheap labor for 
corporate America and underpaid garden- 


Stigmatized: U.S. Supreme Court Justice Brett Kavanaugh wasn’t smiling when he was falsely 
accused of regularly participating in gang-rape parties. 
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ers and nannies for the neocon masters of 
the GOP. No more kowtowing to the Left. 
No more trade deals to shaft the American 
worker. No more apologies. Trump threat- 
ened it all. The Left. The neocons. The 
Chamber of Commerce. The immigration 
lobby. Those who would invade the world 
and invite the world. 

And so a man whom race-hustler Jesse 
Jackson had previously heaped with acco- 
lades was, of a sudden, a virulent racist, 
to cite just one example of the anti-Trump 
smears we heard. And so it had to be with 
Kavanaugh. Trump’s first nominee to the 
court, Neil Gorsuch, passed with rela- 
tive ease. Kavanaugh had to be defeated 
to stop Trump from altering the court for 
two generations. 

The Kavanaugh fight was never about 
the sex claims. It was always about abor- 
tion and political power. That’s why GOP 
senators were called “rape apologists,” 
that’s why the sisterhood’s shock troops 
behaved like lunatics at the hearings, and 
that’s why Madame Weiner collapsed in a 
literary tantrum. 

Speaking of Weiner, I have a question: 
How do I explain Christine Blasey Ford, 
Debbie Ramirez, and Julie Swetnick to 
my sons? 

Of course, I already know. Be aware 
of your surroundings. Make sure some- 
one knows where you are. Dont drink too 
much. Dont ever touch a woman. Don t be 
alone with her. Dont take her for a walk 
in the dark. Dont offer to carry her books, 
or walk her back home from the library, 
or after a late class or after work. Dont 
send romantic text messages or e-mails. 
Dont walk her to her car if its after dark. 
And don t offer or accept a ride anywhere. 
Dont go to her dorm room or apartment. 
Even if you’re not interested, dont hurt 
her feelings, and dont laugh at her, be- 
cause a humiliated woman is an angry 
woman, and, sometimes, angry women 
hurt men. They hurt them by lying about 
rape. Then again, son, even that might 
not protect you. Because angry women lie 
about rape and hurt men. Sometimes they 
are so angry they lie about and hurt men 
they have never met. 

The smear job on Kavanaugh failed. He 
was confirmed. But the Left, the Demo- 
crats, and the sisterhood are desperate and 
furious. 

The smears will get worse. Hi 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


The Show Must Go On 


Anti-gunners seem to never rest when it 
comes to dreaming up new ways to in- 
fringe on our Second Amendment rights. 
Their latest tactic appears to be legally 
preventing the organizers of gun shows 
from putting on these popular events for 
gun owners. The NBC affiliate in San 
Diego reported on December 9 about 
what the news deemed “an end of an 
era for the Crossroads of the West Gun 
Show.” The organizers of the event said 
that they’d love to continue the 30-year- 
old tradition of hosting the gun show at 
the Del Mar Fairgrounds, but anti-gun 
activists are working to change the laws 
to prevent that from happening. 

The board in charge of the fairgrounds 
voted to put all such types of events on 
hold. The agenda being pushed by the 
gun-grabbers is to completely ban the 
shows, or ban the sale of guns at the 
shows, or only permit gun shows that are 
“educational-only.” Rose Ann Sharpe, of 
neveragainca.org, explained to the NBC 
affiliate that her group believes guns 
should not be offered for sale on property 
owned by the government. “I’m feeling 
that the community has come together 
and made a statement.... That the prolif- 
eration and sale of guns and ammunition 
does not belong on public property.... 
This is a very large venue that glori- 
fies guns on public property.... It just 
doesn’t need to be on public ground. It 
doesn’t need to be glorified by the state,” 
Sharpe told the NBC affiliate. The news 
also reported that California Governor- 
elect Gavin Newsom personally asked 
the board in charge of the fairgrounds 
to prohibit gun shows from occurring on 
public land. 

Michael Schwartz, executive director 
of San Diego County Gun Owners PAC, 
told the NBC affiliate that even though 
things looked bleak in the short term, he 
was optimistic about the long term. “It’s 
just a matter of time before they kick all 
gun shows off public land.... What we’re 
going to do is find a new location on pri- 
vate property, and we’re going to make 
sure that the gun show continues, and that 
it’s bigger and better.” This is only the 
beginning of such bans, with similar ef- 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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forts being tried in other counties in Cali- 
fornia, with the potential of spreading to 
other states. 


New York Lawmaker Wants 
a Social-media Check on 
Future Gun Owners 


In other news highlighting the extremes 
that gun-control zealots will pursue, the 
Associated Press reported on December 
4 about the plans of a New York state 
lawmaker to carry out what some are 
calling an invasion of privacy, and others 
are calling an all-out attack on the Sec- 
ond Amendment. State Senator Kevin 
Parker from Brooklyn introduced a bill 
that would require law enforcement to 
scrutinize social media and the online 
search history of applicants seeking a 
gun permit. “We certainly want to make 
sure we’re putting weapons in the hands 
of the right people and keeping them out 
of the hands of the wrong people,” Parker 
said as he tried to explain the rationale 
for his bill. 

Parker’s bill requires applicants to sub- 
mit their login information including pass- 
words so police can review three years’ 
worth of Facebook, Snapchat, Twitter, and 
Instagram posts and also a year of Google, 
Yahoo, and Bing searches. Licenses could 
be denied not just for the discovery of 
“threats of violence or terrorism,” but also 
for the use of any politically incorrect lan- 
guage, such as racial or ethnic slurs. 

The bill is not without its critics, as Tom 
King, president of the New York State 
Rifle and Pistol Association, the state’s 
NRA affiliate, warned the legislation was 
“the slippery slope of taking away your 
First Amendment free speech rights.” 
Members of law enforcement expressed 
concern about the backlog such a proposal 
could create, since background checks and 
permit approvals already take 120 days to 
a year throughout most of the state. 

Senator Parker was adamant that his 
bill was necessary and that gun owners 
had no right to complain about the inva- 
sion of privacy. “If you’re afraid of your 
personal privacy... Don’t apply for a 
handgun license,” Parker told the Asso- 


ciated Press. Such statements by Senator 
Parker may reveal that his true intention 
with the law is not to really prevent guns 
from falling into the “wrong hands,” but 
to instead deter or discourage people 
from even applying for a gun permit, so 
state residents never even get a chance to 
exercise their Second Amendment rights. 


A Shining Example 

The Associated Press reported on Decem- 
ber 4 about how a woman perfectly illus- 
trated why guns are sometimes referred 
to as “the great equalizer.” The incident 
began after a violent inmate escaped from 
a county jail and broke in to one of the first 
homes he encountered. 

Thirty-year-old inmate Bruce 
McLaughlin, Jr. was described by local 
police as a “big guy” with a dangerous 
past. McLaughlin broke in to the wom- 
an’s house and approached her bedroom 
around 3 a.m. The woman was awakened 
by the sounds of the man breaking in to 
her house and quickly retrieved her fire- 
arm. As McLaughlin entered the house 
and made his way toward the victim’s bed- 
room, the woman fired at the man, hitting 
him in the head. She called authorities to 
the scene, where they discovered the de- 
ceased suspect. 

Pickens County Sheriff Rick Clark 
expressed gratitude that the woman 
was able to successfully defend her- 
self against this violent intruder. “If she 
hadn’t had a weapon there’s no telling 
what would have happened,” Clark said. 
The deceased inmate’s criminal past 
included charges for drug possession, 
assaulting a police officer, shoplifting, 
and, most recently, first-degree burglary 
and grand larceny. Clark said his person- 
al opinion is that the shooting was well 
within the justified use of force under 
state law, but he will forward the case 
to prosecutors once his investigation is 
finished. Referring to this incident as a 
“shining example” of why gun owner- 
ship is so critically important, Clark also 
said at the press conference, “She came 
out on the good on this end and the other 
guy, the bad guy, didn’t.” Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Yesterday’s Deficits 
Become Today’s Debt. It 
Gets Worse Tomorrow. 


ITEM: Jn early December, activists gath- 
ered outside the office of House Demo- 
crat leader Nancy Pelosi (California) in 
Washington; they were “demanding a 
Green New Deal to put millions of people 
to work making a climate-safe economy,” 
according to Common Dreams, a “pro- 
gressive” news website. The site noted on 
December 5 that the activists were joined 
by “newly-elected [New York] Congres- 
sional representative and overnight media 
star Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez,”’ who had 
“a resolution in hand to establish a Select 
Committee for a Green New Deal.” 

The resolution calls for “a jobs guaran- 
tee program to assure a living wage job to 
every person who wants one.”’ 

As Common Dreams put it, the “fed- 

eral jobs guarantee (JG) is a concept also 
known as ‘jobs for all’ and the federal gov- 
ernment as ‘employer of last resort. ’It envi- 
sions a federal program somewhat like the 
New Deals Works Progress Administration 
(WPA) that would provide funds for non- 
profit organizations, local governments, 
and other agencies serving the public to 
employ anyone who wants a job at a wage 
roughly comparable to the demands of the 
Fight for $15 campaign. According to col- 
umnist Jonathan Chait, the jobs guarantee 
plan ‘has materialized almost out of no- 
where and ascended nearly to the status of 
Democratic Party doctrine.’” 
Irem: New Jersey Democrat Senator Cory 
Booker, reported The Hill (Washington, 
D.C.) for October 22, “is introducing a 
bill to give every U.S. child an interest- 
bearing savings account at birth in an at- 
tempt to reverse rising economic inequal- 
ity. The bill from Booker, who is seen as a 
likely 2020 presidential candidate, would 
create interest-bearing accounts funded 
by the federal government for each child 
born in the U.S.” 

“The accounts would be administered 
by the Treasury Department and start 
with a $1,000 principal balance granted 
by the federal government. The govern- 
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Promising a kinder, gentler fiscal spanking: New Jersey Democrat Senator Cory Booker wants 
to give every child, with an emphasis on minority children, a savings account from the U.S. 
government, ignoring the fact that such spending isn’t economically feasible. 


ment would then deposit up to $2,000 a 
year into each child’s account depending 
on total family income until the recipient 
turns 18.” 

The Booker bill “is the latest sweeping 
policy proposal from a 2020 hopeful meant 
to bolster the economic stability of work- 
ing- and middle-class Americans. Several 
of Booker ’s potential Democratic primary 
rivals, including Sens. Kirsten Gillibrand 
(N.Y) and Kamala Harris (Calif.), have 
rolled out bills to bolster the supply of af- 
fordable housing and increase low-income 
household wealth.” 

ITEM: The Daily Beast for December 5 
reported: “Since the 2016 presidential 
campaign, Donald Trumps aides and ad- 
visers have tried to convince him of the 
importance of tackling the national debt. 
Sources close to the president say he has 
repeatedly shrugged it off, implying that 
he doesn t have to worry about the money 
owed to America 8 creditors — currently 
about $21 trillion — because he wont be 
around to shoulder the blame when it be- 
comes even more untenable.” 

Irem: “Democrats,” reported Investor’s 
Business Daily for December 1, “have 
loosely embraced a strain of left-wing eco- 
nomic thinking known as Modern Mon- 
etary Theory, which sees a national debt 


spiral as a veritable stairway to heaven.” 
CORRECTION: One may pretend other- 
wise, but the ultimate target to fund more 
spending binges is the pockets of middle- 
class taxpayers. There are political points 
to be gained when wealth is redistributed 
to certain favored groups, but there are not 
enough “rich” people to fleece to cover all 
the projected pickpocketing. 

As it is, the top-earning 20 percent of 
American taxpayers pay 69 percent of all 
federal taxes, including 88 percent of all 
income taxes. The bottom 40 percent of 
earners collectively pay no income tax and 
less than five percent of all federal taxes. 

And, no, we can’t spend ourselves to 
nirvana. 

Yet, if you need another excuse to keep 
splurging without compunction — some- 
thing that is divorced from productivity, 
malinvestment, real assets, goods and ser- 
vices, and hyperinflation, among other vital 
points — it may help to have Modern Mon- 
etary Theory (MMT) as a pseudo-academic 
facade. Still, it is a weak, deceptive reed 
upon which to lean. It portrays a fantasy- 
land where government deficits are nothing 
to worry about because a sovereign nation 
can simply issue as much of its own fiat 
currency as it wants. Zimbabweans who 
experienced hyperinflation of around 500 
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Federal Debt Held by the Public 


Source: Congressional Budget Office 
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Financial farce: Largely owing to welfare payments, U.S. federal debt is skyrocketing — which 
many politicians, especially Democrats, don’t consider problematic. But the fact that dozens of 
countries have hyperinflated their currencies through similar policies would suggest otherwise. 


billion percent probably wouldn’t be the 
best defenders of MMT. (And, this being 
the real world, we can’t simply issue all the 
space needed to address the theory’s intri- 
cacies more completely.) 

Nonetheless, MMT undergirds the “jobs 
for all,” “Medicare for all,” and other re- 
cent expansive and expensive proposals, 
as has been explained by New York-based 
Vice magazine and Bloomberg.com, 
among others. Supporters of the theory 
include a number in Congress (including 
Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez) and multiple 
presidential hopefuls, such as Senators 
Cory Booker of New Jersey, Kirsten Gil- 
librand of New York, and Elizabeth War- 
ren of Massachusetts. 

Advocates assert “that there’s more 
room for deficit spending than is widely 
believed.” (Bloomberg, May 18). Here is 
how the theory’s “original prophet” War- 
ren Mosler sees the economy (as noted by 
Vice on February 28, 2018): Mosler’s “un- 
derstanding of money provided him with an 
insight: Any government that prints its own 
currency can’t go bankrupt.” That provides 
a valuable clue about why so many left- 
wing Democrats are devotees: Their view- 
point hinges on having a bottomless banker 
in a virtual national “Monopoly” game. 
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What true believers don’t dwell on, 
besides the likelihood of hyperinflation 
and the impoverishment of most Ameri- 
cans, is, say, what “single-payer” pro- 
grams also bring — namely, delays and 
long waiting lists. Take a look at Canada, 
for example. Last year, reviews Dr. Scott 
Atlas of Stanford’s Hoover Institution, 
the median wait time 


between seeing a general practitio- 
ner and following up with a spe- 
cialist was 10.2 weeks, while the 
wait between seeing a doctor and 
beginning treatment was about five 
months. According to a Fraser In- 
stitute study, the average Canadian 
waits three months to see an oph- 
thalmologist, four months for an 
orthopedist and five months for a 
neurosurgeon. 

In single-payer systems, even pa- 
tients referred for “urgent treatment” 
often wait months. More than 19% 
of patients in Britain’s NHS wait two 
months or longer to begin their first 
urgent cancer treatment, while 17% 
wait more than four months for brain 
surgery. In Canada the median wait 
for neurosurgery after seeing a doc- 


tor is about eight months. Canadians 
with heart disease wait three months 
for their first treatment. 


Getting such poor, sluggish treatment also 
comes with an enormous bill. In Califor- 
nia alone, as Dr. Atlas has pointed out, 
single-payer healthcare would cost an 
estimated $400 billion annually, which is 
about double that state’s yearly budget. 

“Medicare for all” is popular, say politi- 
cal pollsters, until details — that is, facts 
— enter the picture. 

Concerns about the National Debt — 
the net accumulation of the federal gov- 
ernment’s annual budget deficits — are 
not fictions when you have to foot the 
bill. Here’s a summary of where we are 
headed, from the Peter G. Peterson Foun- 
dation: The budget deficit, according to 
the Congressional Budget Office (CBO), 
is projected to rise from $779 billion in 
2018 to $1.5 trillion by 2028. This would 
result in a cumulative deficit of $12.4 tril- 
lion over the 2019-2028 period. 

Interest payments are part of the federal 
budget, and they are growing rapidly — 
from $315 billion this year to $914 billion 
by 2028. Over the next decade, the interest 
will total nearly $7 trillion. 

By 2026, the interest payments on the 
debt will become the third-largest cat- 
egory of the budget. Even the left-wing 
New York Times has expressed qualms 
about this direction, noting (on September 
25) that interest payments “will make up 
13 percent of the federal budget a decade 
from now, surpassing spending on Medic- 
aid and defense.” The Times also observed 
that those in Congress seem to have differ- 
ent attitudes toward deficits depending on 
which party is in power. 

No media accounts, either from admin- 
istration-friendly or unfriendly sources, 
lead one to trust that Donald Trump is 
fixated on the National Debt. In both his 
business career and election campaign, he 
called himself the “king of debt,” though 
his business tactics are not necessarily rel- 
evant here. What he does in office does 
matter. Is the president serious when say- 
ing (or at least as he has been quoted as 
saying) that he’s not worried about the Na- 
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tional Debt blowing up because, by then, 
he will not be in office? Perhaps. No doubt 
other leaders may have felt the same way, 
but found it politic not to say so. 

Earlier this year, Mick Mulvaney, the 
director of the Office of Management 
and Budget, publicly acknowledged that 
Trump “has — for now — given up on 
balancing the budget over the next dec- 
ade.” Trump also vowed during his presi- 
dential campaign that he wouldn’t touch 
Medicare, Social Security, and Medicaid 
— the main drivers of growing spending 
and the National Debt. 

The Democrats currently seeking the 
White House apparently think America is 
the land of the spree. They are once more 
trying to bribe the electorate with its own 
money. Some of these programs, as has 
been the case for decades, are supposedly 
aimed at fighting “poverty.” 

Now Senator Booker has dreamed up 
another “anti-poverty” program destined 
to become an expensive boondoggle. It 
has been described as giving “savings” 
bonds to those with no savings. (If you 
might prefer to save for your own family, 
that’s tough, because Booker knows better 
who should get these “baby bonds.’’) 

The left-wing publication Slate puts 
it this way: “Booker’s Big New Policy 
Idea Isn’t Reparations, but It’s the Clos- 
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est a Presidential Candidate Is Going to 
Get.” Each recipient is expected to end 
up with $46,000 by the time he or she be- 
comes an adult, supposedly for “certain 
‘wealth-building’ purposes, such as buy- 
ing a home, paying for college tuition, or 
retirement savings.” 

Some other prominent “progressives” 
apparently favor giving money “to fami- 
lies upfront when they’ re raising children, 
such as a child allowance or the tax cred- 
its” proposed by California Senator Ka- 
mala Harris, said Slate. 

The wealth transfer from American 
citizens is also going to non-Americans. 
According to census statistics cited by 
Investor’s Business Daily, “noncitizens 
are almost twice as likely to get welfare 
benefits, and more than three times as 
likely to be uninsured.” The latter refer- 
ence is to those lacking health insurance, 
which means that many of those recipi- 
ents “will end up in hospital emergency 
rooms when they need health care. The 
law requires ERs to provide care regard- 
less of ability to pay or citizenship sta- 
tus. Hospitals pass the costs of unpaid ER 
bills on to everyone else.” 

Overall, more than “63% of noncitizen- 
headed households got some form of wel- 
fare benefit in 2014 [the most recent year 
for which data are available], compared 


with 35% for citizens,” noted a report 
cited by IBD. 

It is excessive spending — mostly for 
such benefit and subsidy programs — 
that has gotten us into such trouble. And 
even our very progressive taxation system 
isn’t enough to cover that spending, so 
we borrow more trouble. We are finding, 
again, that when government spending is 
financed by borrowing, the damage done 
by increased taxation is pushed down the 
road and compounded with additional in- 
terest costs. 

Trimming around the edges is better 
than doing nothing, but even if (as the 
president has suggested) all federal de- 
partmental budgets (less the DoD) were 
actually cut by five percent, this would 
just save around $70 billion for 2019. This 
is about seven percent of the projected $1 
trillion deficit. 

And without that trimming, and also as- 
suming no passage of the Democrats’ mul- 
tiple catastrophic plans, the following is 
what we can anticipate (as summarized by 
Laurence Vance in “Future of Freedom’): 
The current federal budget “is well over 
$4 trillion a year, the budget deficit is ap- 
proaching $1 trillion a year, and the national 
debt is more than $21 trillion. Even worse, 
the Congressional Budget Office (CBO) 
projects federal spending to grow by $329 
billion” between fiscal year 2018 and fiscal 
2019 (which began on October 1, 2018). 

The CBO foresees that the nation’s 
deficit will soar from 3.8 percent of GDP 
in 2018 to 7.1 percent in 2028 and 10.5 
percent in 2038. By 2028, just 10 years 
away, the projection for total federal debt 
is beyond $30 trillion. 

Both parties, on occasion, do talk about 
what should be done. But when the ver- 
biage clears, it is apparent that neither 
party is yet serious about addressing the 
spending problem. 

In the long run, the real need is to limit 
federal spending to what is authorized by 
the Constitution. Yet, when we are already 
in a hole, at the very least we shouldn’t be 
digging the hole deeper — which is the 
direction we are being shoved by leading 
“progressives” and others in Washington. ll 

— WILLIAM P. Hoar 
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Brexit Betrayal & the EU Liars Club 


or the past year-and- 
FE a-half, British Prime 

Minister Theresa 
May has been running out 
the clock on Brexit. She has 
repeatedly scurried back 
and forth across the English 
Channel for meetings with 
European Commission Pres- 
ident Jean-Claude Juncker, |§ 
European Council President 
Donald Tusk, German Chan- 
cellor Angela Merkel, and 
French President Emmanuel 
Macron — all in the inter- 
est, supposedly, of working 
out a favorable deal for Brit- 
ain’s exit from the European fx 
Union. 

When a majority (17.4 million) of British citizens voted 
to leave the EU in the historic Brexit referendum in June of 
2016, the globalist grandees everywhere were stunned be- 
yond belief. This was the biggest setback to the EU since its 
founding (as the European Economic Community, or Com- 
mon Market) in 1957. It was also a huge defeat for the entire 
globalist agenda, since the EU has served as their model of 
regional subversion of national sovereignty. Not only the glo- 
balists in charge of the U.K.’s Conservative, Labour, SNP, 
and Liberal Democrat parties, but one-worlders the world 
over in business, finance, academia, think tanks, entertain- 
ment, and the media arose en masse to chide, scold, and warn 
the recalcitrant British voters. In the run-up to the vote, bil- 
lionaires George Soros, Jacob Rothschild, Bill Gates, Richard 
Branson, Michael Bloomberg, Li Ka-shing, and other avatars 
of the Bilderberg/Davos set lent their voices to Project Fear, 
the anti-Brexit propaganda campaign of then-Prime Minister 
David Cameron, the Bank of England, and the ruling elites. 
A vote for Brexit was a vote for Armageddon, they warned. 
Markets would crash, the British pound would fall, govern- 
ments would collapse, chaos would ensue. None of that hap- 
pened, of course. 

Cameron was forced to resign as a result of his defeat over 
Brexit. Theresa May was his pro-EU/anti-Brexit ally, but on 
assuming the prime minister post, she assured one and all that 
she was completely committed to honoring the will of the vot- 
ers, repeatedly saying, “Leave means leave,” and “Brexit means 
Brexit.” However, she also said that she would fight for the 
views of the “remainers” in her negotiations with the EU. 

When the text of her Brexit “deal” with the EU was finally 
revealed, it was quickly apparent that it really wasn’t a Brexit 
at all, and “leave” in May’s lexicon actually means “remain,” 
but in an even more disadvantageous position for Britain than 
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prior to the Brexit vote. Re- 
alizing she faced a full re- 
volt and utter defeat on her 
misbegotten agreement in 
Parliament, May canceled 
the vote — scheduled for 
December 11 — at the last 
minute. She then survived a 
brutal no-confidence vote, 
while she continued her 
pleadings with her EU mas- 
ters to make concessions that 
would allow her to placate 
Brexiteers while still keep- 
ing the U.K. inside the EU. 

As we reported after the 
Brexit victory back in 2016, 
many anti-Brexit pundits and 
political strategists had ad- 
vised at the time that the best way to sabotage the Brexit would 
be to delay it, to draw out negotiations as long as possible and 
muddy the waters with many side issues. Meanwhile the pow- 
ers that be would continue with Project Fear II, projecting dire 
financial scenarios and warning that a “hard exit” or “crash- 
ing out” from the EU would be disastrous. They are pushing 
“buyer’s remorse” and Brexit fatigue, in the hopes of getting a 
second Brexit referendum. This is pure EU: Praise democracy, 
until the voters vote contrary to the EU masters’ wishes. Then 
it’s time for a re-vote, and another re-vote, if necessary, until 
the voters finally vote the way the masters demand. That is 
what we saw with the EU Constitution vote, of which Juncker 
infamously remarked, “If it’s a Yes, we will say ‘on we go,’ 
and if it’s a No we will say “we continue.’” 

This is all about national sovereignty. Many of the Brexit 
voters and Brexiteers in Parliament realize this. It is about 
whether British citizens will be ruled by British law or by 
EU taskmasters in Brussels. At the entrance to the European 
Parliament in Brussels, there is a plaque with this telling in- 
scription: “National sovereignty is the root cause of the most 
crying evils of our times.... The only final remedy for this 
evil is the federal union of the peoples.” It is a quote by Lord 
Lothian, Philip Kerr, one of the founders of the Royal Institute 
of International Affairs (Chatham House), the sister organiza- 
tion of the world-government-promoting Council on Foreign 
Relations here in the United States. Juncker, Tusk, and other 
members of the EU liars club have made similar statements. 

In a moment of candor, Juncker remarked of the EU Lisbon 
Treaty: “Of course there will be transfers of sovereignty. But 
would I be intelligent to draw the attention of public opinion to 
this fact?” He also said, “When it becomes serious, you have to 
lie.” The Brexit is serious business, so more lies and deception 
should be expected. Ml 
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